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Many Americans are concerned about the 
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America’s God and Country 

This encyclopedic book of quotes consists of profound and inspiring thoughts 
from our Founding Fathers, presidents, statesmen, scientists, and others. 
These selections eloquently capture America’s noble heritage. (1996ed, 845pp, 
pb, $20.00) BKAGC 


Give Me Liberty 


This examination of Patrick Henry’s life, compiled in a hard-bound edition, 
reveals him to be a true American patriot and hero. (1997, 285pp, hb, $33.95) 
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The Declaration of Independence and the Constitution 
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Disagree About 
Muslims and Terror 


There is a need to rebut the letter of Greg 
Butko (June 8 issue), who wrote that the 
United States invades countries whose 
leaders don’t act as puppets of U.S. poli- 
ticians and that “an aggressive, intrusive 
foreign policy of sanctions, bombing, and 
invasion brought terrorism to our shores,” 
and an article in the same issue by Alex 
Newman entitled “Globalists and Com- 
munists Create, Exploit Islamic Terror.” 

While there is no excuse for the Bush II/ 
Cheney/Rumsfeld invasion of Iraq, Mus- 
lim terror goes back to its founding in 632 
A.D. Even a cursory reading of the Koran 
and Hadith reveals similarities between 
the ideology of communism and Islam. 
Lenin wrote: “Communism is founded on 
terror.” Mohammed wrote, “I have been 
made victorious through the use of ter- 
ror,” and “Sow terror in the hearts of infi- 
dels.” And both have spread terror. 

From east in Indonesia to North Afri- 
ca, there are few Christians left alive and 
fewer Jews. Why? They were murdered, 
cast out, or forced to convert to live. They 
are gone. 

Making excuses for the mad mullahs in 
Iran is bizarre, as four Americans are held 
captive simply for being Christians or Ma- 
rines or reporters. The Iranian “negotiator” 
said to Kerry: “One thing is non-negotiable 
and that is our destruction of Israel.” They 
have openly promised to “wipe Israel off 
the map.” And their ICBMs are not made 
to hit Israel, rather the United States. 

A declaration of war in 1979 under 
Carter by Congress should have happened 
to free the American hostages and to liber- 
ate Iran and hold free elections. 

JAMES Timms, Major, USAF (RET.) 
Bellevue, Nebraska 


To Stop Bad Men 


Richard Matt was one of two prison escap- 
ees who had been convicted of murder to 
break out of a New York State maximum- 
security prison, using power tools. He was 
located after firing at the driver of a recre- 
ational vehicle with a firearm he obtained 
surreptitiously. He resisted arrest, and was 
killed by police. What do we learn from 
this incident? 

First, if he had been executed after one 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


of his two prior murders (one in New York 
and one in Mexico), he wouldn’t have come 
close to committing a third homicide (by 
shooting at the driver of the R.V.) Fortu- 
nately for the driver, Matt missed his shot. 
Second, gun control doesn’t work. Matt 
and the other escapee were able to obtain 
power tools while inmates at a New York 
State maximum-security prison. And de- 
spite being a convicted murderer and the 
target of a giant manhunt, he obtained a 
firearm. 
Gun control laws don’t work, but the 
death penalty does. 
DaviD HAMMER 
Bronx, New York 


A Do-nothing Government 


Today on the news, I listened to many of 
our potential presidential candidates talk- 
ing about the possibility of Social Security, 
Medicare, and Medicaid running out of 
money in the near future. All well and good. 

But not one of them mentioned any- 
thing about the fraud that the govern- 
ment admits that these agencies are load- 
ed with! Not a peep about the president 
awarding 500,000 Social Security cards 
to illegal aliens! Our elected congressmen 
say nothing, or do nothing, to correct these 
problems! Isn’t this foolish? 

We have scandal after scandal in the 
IRS, NSA, DHS, DEA, VA, and, now, 
the Secret Service! Yet the heads of these 
organizations claim they do not have the 
authority to fire these people, so they only 
suspend them for a short period of time 
with pay — essentially a paid vacation. 

Congress seems unable to replace these 
“heads” who cannot get the job done! This 
administration can’t seem to do much but 
hire inefficient people, send the attorney 
general to look into problems that are 
states’ rights, and go on many expensive 
trips and vacations! 

I guess our elected officials are the true 
representatives of the mentality of the ma- 
jority of the citizens who have voted! 

JOHN L. GALBREATH 
Mt. Sterling, Ohio 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Greek Prime Minister 
Alexis Tsipras 

speaking at the OECD 
headquarters in Paris 


A coalition of high-tax governments from around the world is 
working to erect a radical new planetary taxation regime that 
would further smother what remains of financial privacy and na- 
tional sovereignty while seriously harming the global economy. 
The controversial plot, led by the Organization for Economic 
Cooperation and Development (OECD) and the G-20 group of 
governments and dictators, is already encountering opposition 
from lawmakers, industry, analysts, and liberty-minded non-prof- 
it organizations. The project targeting “Base Erosion and Profit 
Shifting,” or BEPS, officially aims to extract more taxes from 
multinational businesses and, ultimately, from consumers, work- 
ers, and investors. 

In essence, the unelected (and untaxed) bureaucrats at the 


OECD are working, by their own admission, to drastically re- 
shape the global tax regime — with the goal of helping govern- 
ments to extract even more wealth from the productive sector. 
The global bureaucrats, and the coalition of high-tax govern- 
ments in the OECD that they serve, claim that businesses are 
not paying their “fair share.” So the OECD launched its BEPS 
project, which seeks to punish companies and low-tax nations 
to reward bloated welfare states struggling to confiscate more 
and more wealth. Using typical globalist rhetoric, the OECD 
described BEPS as “a global problem which requires global 
solutions.” 

In a June 2015 White Paper examining the BEPS schemes, 
Center for Freedom and Prosperity policy director Brian Garst 
found that the OECD agenda would “create a privacy nightmare 
and stifle economic growth.” Though the plotting has garnered 
little interest from U.S. policymakers so far, Garst argued that 
its ever-expanding scope and its “profound implications for 
the global economy” mean they should be paying attention. “It 
would also lead to an overall higher tax environment as politi- 
cians freed from the pressures of global tax competition inevita- 
bly raise rates,” Garst explained in the section outlining threats 
to the global economy. 

Indeed, it is past time for Congress to stop squandering Ameri- 
can taxpayers’ hard-earned money on outfits such as the OECD, 
which is working to impose more and higher taxes while crush- 
ing competition between jurisdictions. If they do not, the BEPS 
schemes will be just the beginning. 


Fracking Is Boosting Reshoring of American Jobs 


In a report on American competitiveness released in June, the 
Boston Consulting Group (BCG) estimates that the average cost 
to make goods in the United States is now only five percent 
higher than in China, and between 10 and 20 percent lower when 
compared to the major European economies such as Germany 
and France. In less than three years, BCG projects, China’s ad- 
vantage will disappear altogether. 

While part of the reason is rising wages in China and the Eu- 
rozone, and American companies improving their productivity 
faster than their competitors abroad, the primary reason, says 
BCG, is fracking — the technology that has driven energy costs 
to a fraction of what they were just a few years ago. 

Declining energy costs, thanks to fracking, have helped com- 
panies in various sectors such as metals, paper, and auto man- 
ufacturing make decisions to “reshore” jobs. Ford has shifted 
3,250 jobs from Mexico to Ohio and Michigan, to build its F-650 
and F-750 trucks, along with its Fusion automobile. Walmart has 
reshored more than 4,400 jobs back to the United States from 
a number of countries that are no longer competitive. GE and 
Caterpillar have each reshored around 1,900 jobs to Kentucky, 
Ohio, Georgia, and Texas. Flextronics, NCR, and Boeing are also 
moving jobs back to the United States, thanks largely to the com- 
petitive advantage of lower energy prices. 


According to consulting firm AT Kearney, in 2013-2014, 
reshoring activity took place in sectors such as computers and 
electronics, appliances and medical equipment, primary metals, 
machinery, furniture, plastics and rubber, paper, and fabricated 
metals, and even in sectors that most thought would never return, 
such as apparel and textiles. 

The advantage that fracking is giving the U.S. economy is 
likely to have very long legs, since the United States has 101,117 
fracked wells, compared to Canada in second place with 16,990 
and China with only 258. This gives the United States at least 
a 15-year advantage, and major companies are banking on that 
advantage to continue well into the future. 


Fracking in Wyoming 
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Big Insurance Rate Hikes May Portend ObamaCare “Death Spiral” 


Has the ObamaCare “death spiral” begun? An accelerating trend 
of proposed double-digit health insurance premium increases 
suggests that the answer is yes. Under the Affordable Care Act, 
insurers participating in the law’s exchanges who wish to raise 
their rates by more than 10 percent year-over-year must submit 
their proposed rate increases for review by either state or federal 
regulators. 


Thirty-seven states plus the District of Columbia have released 
data on individual plans on the exchanges. A June 2015 analysis 
of the data by David Hogberg of the National Center for Public 
Policy Research reveals that insurers are seeking high premium 
increases on far more plans in 2016 than in 2015 — and the rate 
hikes themselves are significantly steeper. 

In 2015, insurers asked for rate hikes of 10 percent or more for 
121 exchange policies. Of these, 21 requested an increase of at 
least 20 percent, while nine requested an increase of at least 30 
percent. For 2016, however, the number of requests for double- 
digit increases nearly doubled, to 231 policies. Of these, 126 
sought a hike of 20 percent or more, and 61 sought a hike of 30 
percent or more. And whereas no insurers requested increases 
of 40 percent or higher last year, for 2016, they are asking for 
26 policies to go up by at least 40 percent and 12 to jump by at 
least 50 percent. 

ObamaCare supporters have argued that the huge premium 
jumps being requested are nothing about which to be concerned 
because regulators won’t allow them to take effect. Hogberg, 
however, pointed out that last year all but four exchanges ap- 
proved every requested rate increase, and the other four each 
denied just one request. Moreover, he noted, if regulators do deny 
proposed rate hikes, forcing them down to politically palatable 
levels, the insurers who requested them will end up incurring 
big losses again in 2016 and may eventually leave the exchange 
altogether. “Fewer insurers means less competition, which will 
cause premiums to rise even more in the long run,” he wrote. 


Facebook “Celebrate Pride” Rainbow Filter a Psychological Experiment 


After the Supreme Court overstepped its constitutional bound- 
aries and overruled state laws and even state constitutions by 
legalizing same-sex “marriage,” millions of Facebook users took 
advantage of a tool that the site made available to filter their 
profile picture with rainbow hues. It now looks as if Facebook’s 
“Celebrate Pride” tool was a social/psychological experiment, 
with more than 26 million unwitting subjects. 

Facebook has denied that the filtering tool is an experiment of 
any type, claiming that it is merely a way for its users to show 
their support for the court’s decision. But there are reasons to 
doubt the sincerity of the company’s denial. 

Perhaps the greatest reason to disbelieve Facebook’s denial in 
this case is a paper written on the subject that was co-authored 
by a data scientist at Facebook itself. The paper, published by 
Facebook in March of this year, discusses the fact that in March 
of 2013, three million Facebook users changed their profile 
picture to an “equals” sign and that Facebook looked at the 
metrics of those users to determine the reasoning behind that 
change. The report examines the fact that the main dynamics 
impacting whether users adopted the equals sign as their profile 
picture were how many of their friends had already done so, the 
demographics of the users, and how often those users typically 
change their profile pictures. The report concluded that “the 


probability of adoption [of the equals sign as a profile picture] 
depends on both the number of friends and the susceptibility of 
the individual.” 

It seems that Facebook decided to take this experiment to the 
next level to see whether “the susceptibility of the individual” 
could be altered. Considering that the number of users who ad- 
opted a “gay pride” profile picture went from three million in 
March of 2013 to more than 26 million once Facebook standard- 
ized the method for doing so and put the Facebook stamp of ap- 
proval on it in June 2015, it seems the answer is yes. 
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Democrats Move to Strike “Husband” and “Wife” From Federal Law 


asting little time, Demo- 
A crats in both the House 
and Senate are already 


proposing legislation to replace the 
words “husband” and “wife” in the 
federal code with gender-neutral 
language reflective of the Supreme 
Court’s June 26 pronouncement that 
married couples in the United States 
need no longer consist of a male and 
a female. 

On July 8, Representative Lois 
Capps (D-Calif.) introduced the 
Amend the Code for Marriage 
Equality Act, which she said in 
a press release “would strike the use 
of gendered terms such as ‘husband’ 
and ‘wife’ from the federal code and 
replace them with more gender-neu- 
tral terms, such as ‘spouse’ or ‘mar- 
ried couple.’” 

“The Amend the Code for Mar- 
riage Equality Act recognizes that the words in our laws have 
meaning and can continue to reflect prejudice and discrimination 
even when rendered null by our highest courts,” Capps said. 

In other words, the U.S. Code’s use of “husband” and “wife” 
— until recently, uncontroversial terms for the parties to the mil- 
lennia-old practice of matrimony — is now evidence of bigotry 
that must be expunged. 

“Our values as a country are reflected in our laws,” Capps 
continued. “I authored this bill because it is imperative that our 
federal code reflect the equality of all marriages.” 

That is, unnatural “marriages” blessed by five robed eminenc- 
es are equivalent to traditional marriages, and thus the law must 
be changed to treat them the same. This means, of course, that 
same-sex spouses could be entitled to the same benefits under the 
law as opposite-sex spouses, such as Social Security survivors’ 
benefits, which would force taxpayers to bless, so to speak, same- 
sex “marriage” whether they agree with it or not. On the other 
hand, it could also subject same-sex spouses to the less marriage- 
friendly portions of federal law, such as the income-tax code’s 
penalty for spouses filing jointly. 

The tax code, as it happens, is the subject of Senate Demo- 
crats’ pro-same-sex “marriage” legislation. Introduced July 9 by 
Senator Ron Wyden (D-Ore.) and cosponsored by the entire Sen- 
ate Democratic Caucus including presidential candidate Bernie 
Sanders (I-Vt.), the Equal Dignity for Married Taxpayers Act 
“sets new precedent by removing gender-specific references to 
matriage, enshrining dignity and recognition for LGBTQ Ameri- 
cans in the tax code,” according to a Wyden press release. 

“Tt’s about time that we update our tax law to reflect the insti- 
tution of legal marriage,” said Wyden. “All married Americans 
deserve the same respect and dignity in the eyes of the law.” 

Likewise, Senator Cory Booker (D-N.J.), in his own state- 
ment, said, “For too long, same-sex couples have been treated 


we 


as second class citizens, and the onus falls on all of us to right 
this wrong. If the highest court in the land can stand by the 
constitutionality of all legal marriages, then we must fight to 
ensure our tax code justly affords all married people the same 
privileges.” 

Despite these seemingly broadminded remarks, the Sen- 
ate bill actually stops far short of full “marriage equality.” 
The act would replace “husband” or “wife” with “spouse” or 
“married individual” (one person) and “husband and wife” with 
“married couple” (two people). But why, by the Left’s logic, 
should marriage be restricted to two people? The Supreme 
Court stated in the Obergefell decision that Americans have a 
constitutional right “to define and express their identity,” so if, 
say, one man and six women wish to define their identity as a 
marital unit, why should the tax code — or, for that matter, the 
rest of federal law — continue to enshrine “prejudice and dis- 
crimination” against their desire for (as the court put it) “love, 
fidelity, devotion, sacrifice and family”? 

The House bill also reflects another political consideration. 
Capps’ press release claims her bill “would not only ensure that 
the code reflects marriage equality, but it could also make sev- 
eral positive changes to the U.S. Code by removing areas of 
gender discrimination written into federal law. For instance, it 
is currently illegal to threaten the President’s wife — but not the 
President’s husband. Capps’ bill would update the code to make 
it illegal to threaten the President’s spouse.” 

This is an obvious reference to the likelihood that former First 
Lady, Senator, and Secretary of State Hillary Clinton will be 
the Democrats’ 2016 presidential nominee. Democrats want to 
be sure that if she’s elected, her husband, former President Bill 
Clinton, will be protected by law. But if Bill Clinton does move 
back into 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, he won’t need protection 
— White House interns will. 
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Not Hiding Dislike for Hillary Clinton 
“Accountability, humility, and a sense of humor go a long way. But Clin- 
ton can’t seem to summon any of those efforts for the cameras. Worse, 
though, is Clinton’s refusal to discuss policy with the press, a strategy that 
is both baffling and galling.” 

Writing in New York City’s Daily News, S.E. Cupp sees nothing positive 
in the front-running Democrat’s media strategy. 


Greek Citizens Spending Before Banks Seize Their Money 

“T’m even thinking about buying a car, although I don’t need one, to get my cash balance lower. People 
want their money in physical assets, not in the bank.” 

An unnamed contractor at a Greek energy company expressed the fears of many in Greece as the 
country’s financial woes continue. 


Military Writer Sharply Criticizes U.S. Policy 

“Costly efforts to ‘fix’ the Greater Middle East have accomplished next to nothing — apart perhaps from 
facilitating the rise of the Islamic State.” 

Although former Boston University Professor Andrew Bachevich lost a son in the Middle East conflicts, 
his analysis of America’s military effort has always been calmly incisive. 


German Attitude About Greek Debt Called Hypocritical 

“When I hear the Germans say they maintain a very moral stance about 
debt and strongly believe that debts must be repaid, I think: What a huge 
joke! Germany is the country that has never repaid its debts. It has no 
standing to lecture other nations.” 

Economist Thomas Piketty contends that Germany is in a favorable 
position today because of forgiveness of its own huge indebtedness after 
Word War II. 


A Telling Comment From Mexico About Donald Trump’s Charge Le 

“Of course, we do have drug problems. And Mr. Trump has a right to free td 

speech. But we aren’t the ones using the drugs. The addicts are in America.” 

From her job at a retail store in Mexico City’s downtown, Ostensia Bonilla spoke her mind. She lived 
in Illinois beginning in 2007 but moved back to Mexico after two years. 


AP Images 


One GOP Candidate Not Enamored About the Opening to Cuba 

“Tt’s important that pro-democracy activities not be sacrificed in the name of ‘diplomacy’ just so that 
we can change the name of the building from ‘Interest Section’ to ‘Embassy.’” 

Ina letter to Secretary of State John Kerry, Senator Marco Rubio (R-Fla.) has vowed to oppose naming 
an ambassador to Cuba until such matters as human rights and billions in outstanding claims are resolved. 


Frenzy Over Removing Confederate Symbols Becoming Hysterical? 
“History makes you uncomfortable if you really study it. I would urge people on both sides: Don’t at- 
tack each other or just remove history. The goal is to come to some kind of greater understanding as to 
why things happened.” 

A history professor at Georgia’s Kennesaw State University, Brian S. 
Wills cautions against hysteria in the wake of the massacre of nine in- 
nocent people in Charleston, South Carolina. 


Convicted Mobster Offers Unusual Advice to Teens 
“Advice is a cheap commodity [and] some seek it from me about crime. I 
know only one thing to make crime pay: Go to law school.” 
He had a role in 11 murders while conducting a decades-long crime spree 
in and around Boston. Now 85 and in prison, James “Whitey” Bulger 
responded by letter to three teenage girls who had written to him seeking 
information for a school project. 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 
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U.S. EGG SHORTAGE: 
Act of God or Man’? 


A deadly avian flu has devastated the national egg industry, exacerbating problems 
inflicted by a radical California animal-welfare law. 


by Rebecca Terrell 


ave you noticed the price of eggs 
soaring at your local grocery 
store? The reputed culprit is an 


unprecedented outbreak of bird flu in 21 
states across the nation. Since Decem- 
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ber of last year, hundreds of fowl have 
died after becoming infected with one 
of three strains of a highly pathogenic 
avian influenza (HPAI) virus — HSN1, 
HS5N8, and, mostly, the H5N2 strain. 
In an effort to prevent the illness from 
spreading, government authorities have 


slaughtered more than 48 million birds. 
According to the U.S. Department of Ag- 
riculture (USDA), both commercial and 
backyard egg-laying flocks in 15 states 
are affected. Migrating waterfowl such 
as wild geese and ducks carrying the H5 
flu strains have been found in another 
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six states, posing a significant risk to 
domestic poultry in those areas because 
the virus is highly contagious. So far, it 
hasn’t proven a direct threat to humans, 
but it is taxing their pocketbooks as short- 
ages ensue and prices steadily rise. 

Particularly hard hit is the nation’s top 
egg producer — Iowa. In April and again 
in June, Governor Terry Branstad declared 
disaster in 18 of the state’s 99 counties, 
and the Iowa Department of Agriculture 
reports more than 31 million birds killed 
by HPAI or culled as authorities work to 
control spread of the disease. Overall, 
nearly 10 percent of the country’s egg- 
laying hens are dead. 

Major media blames the epidemic for 
your higher grocery bill, though the Bu- 
reau of Labor Statistics recorded a slight 
decrease in retail egg prices nationwide in 
April and May of this year compared to 
the same months in 2014. However, the 
Bureau’s Consumer Price Index confirms 
the cost of a dozen large Grade A eggs 
reached an all-time high for the first five 
months of the year, averaging $2.07 this 
January through May. 

In devastated Midwestern states, prices 
have increased more dramatically. Com- 
modity market news-reporting service 
Umer Barry said in early June that prices 
on wholesale large shell eggs jumped an 
unprecedented 120 percent in less than 
two months. The Des Moines Register re- 
corded that retail egg prices had tripled to 
$3 per dozen in its lowa hometown. 

The good news is that the virus doesn’t 
spread as well in warm weather, and 
HPAI’s tide has begun to wane during 
the summer months. USDA’s chief vet- 
erinary officer, John Clifford, anticipated 
that farmers would see fewer flu cases 
as temperatures rise, though he warned 
during an April 22 press conference of 
the need for vigilance. “I can’t predict 
what will happen in the fall,” Clifford 
cautioned. 

Experts forecast that, despite the sea- 
sonal hiatus, prices will continue to climb 
until the disease is completely eradicat- 
ed, facilities are disinfected, and flocks 


Imprisoned or protected? Despite defamatory 
claims of the Humane Society of the United 
States, American poultry farmers care about 
the safety and health of their birds, opting for 
conventional cage systems to ensure both. 
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Migrating waterfowl such as wild Seese and ducks 

carrying the H5 flu strains have been found in another 
six States, posing a significant risk to domestic poultry 
in those areas because the virus is highly contagious. 


have time to recuperate. That could take 
quite a while considering that the USDA 
Animal and Plant Health Inspection Ser- 
vice has to test each farm to confirm it 
is virus free. The process can take a few 
weeks to several months, depending on 
conditions, and farms may take another 
year to be fully functional. American Egg 
Board senior vice president John Howeth 
told the Associated Press, ““The best-case 
scenario — we’re talking about a year be- 
fore the availability is more robust.” 
Foodservice giant Sysco Corporation 
is less optimistic. It estimates “at least 
18 months” before the hen population re- 
covers to pre-flu levels. In a June 3 letter 
to customers, the company’s senior vice 
president, Scott Sonnemaker, warns them 
to brace for higher price tags on eggs and 
a plethora of egg-containing products 
such as mayonnaise, baking mixes, soups, 
dressings, desserts, and breaded foods. 
Noting the scope of harm to the industry, 
he wrote, “It appears that all of us — sup- 
pliers, product manufacturers, foodservice 
distributors, restaurants and food opera- 
tors — will be negatively affected until the 
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egg-laying hen population is replenished.” 
Sonnemaker stated that Sysco is not taking 
any new egg customers as a result of the 
shortage. 

American Bakers Association director 
of government relations, Cory Martin, 
told the Des Moines Register, “A lot of 
our members are struggling to find enough 
supply to meet demand for their own 
products.” His organization represents 
companies such as Kroger, White Castle, 
Pepperidge Farm, and J.M. Smucker. “We 
don’t see this as a short-term issue,” Mar- 
tin opined. “This is definitely something 
that is going to affect the baking industry 
for the next couple years.” 

Indeed, food firms nationwide are 
watching their expenses soar and stocks 
fluctuate. Reporting for investment news- 
letter Wall Street Daily in June, Tim Mav- 
erick wrote that prices on liquid eggs are 
“up 238 percent since the flu outbreak, 
from $0.63 per dozen to $2.13.” Cal- 
Maine Foods’ stock “soared about 50 
percent in the past three months” because 
its flocks are located in uninfected areas 
of the United States. However, HPAI 
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trucks used to transport poultry and poultry products. 


wiped out 35 percent of Post Holdings’ 
egg layers, dropping stock 15 percent in 
one month. Post has declared the situa- 
tion a force majeure beyond its control, 
has discontinued several product lines as 
aresult, and has sued egg supplier Hawk- 
eye Pride Egg Farms of Iowa in federal 
court for breach of contract. KIOW Radio 
reports that Hawkeye Pride has lost 5.5 
million egg-laying hens to the illness and 
therefore cannot fulfill its contractual ob- 
ligation to Post. 

Though large companies such as Sysco 
and McDonald’s are feeling the heat, 
smaller mom-and-pops are fried. “Egg 
prices have doubled in the past month and 
a half,” complained one Baton Rouge, 
Louisiana, restaurant manager to The Aca- 
diana Advocate. Cases of 15-dozen eggs 
that cost $20 two months ago now cost 
$40, and he uses 30 cases per week. The 
St. Louis Post-Dispatch quoted Missouri 
Baking Company co-owner Chris Gamba- 
ro, who said that during the month of June, 
30-pound pails of frozen eggs jumped from 
$32 to $79 each. St. Louis baker Michael 
Temm told the paper, “I have never seen 


this type of egg increase in the 19 years 
I’ve owned Wedding Wonderland.” 


Rationing 

Along with higher prices, some grocery 
and restaurant customers also face egg ra- 
tioning. Texas supermarket chain H-E-B 
recently began limiting purchases to three 
cartons per customer. Signs posted in its 
stores warn, “Eggs not for commercial 
sale,” since many restaurateurs and small 
business owners have found a slight sav- 
ings and better supply in shell eggs over 
their processed counterparts. The com- 
pany released a statement on June 4, ex- 
plaining, “H-E-B is committed to ensur- 
ing Texas families and households have 
access to eggs. The signs placed on our 
shelves last week are to deter commercial 
users from buying eggs in bulk.” 

The national shortage also forced Texas 
fast-food chain Whataburger to adjust its 
breakfast schedule this spring as it looked 
for alternate suppliers. The restaurants 
served egg-containing menu items for 
only four hours on weekdays and six on 
weekends for the first three weeks of June, 


The lowa Department of Agriculture reports more than 
31 million birds killed by HPAI or culled as authorities 
work to control spread of the disease. Overall, nearly 
10 percent of the country’s egg-laying hens are dead. 
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Detailed disinfection: Biosecurity prceauitione against the avian flu include cleaning and disinfecting the tires, undercarriage, and containers on 


announcing on the 19th that the full break- 
fast menu would then resume from 11 p.m. 
to 11 a.m. daily. The company’s only ex- 
planation was that it had “secured addi- 
tional egg supply.” Since the domestic egg 
shortage shows no letup, Whataburger’s 
rebound may have to do with expanded 
egg imports, as we shall see. 


Turkeys Too 

Egg-layers are not the only victims. The 
USDA estimates the flu has wiped out 
roughly 7.8 million turkeys in seven 
states. The number of poults — young 
turkeys being raised for food — is down 
nationwide seven percent from last year, 
causing media speculation of a 2015 
Thanksgiving Day shortage. However, 
the Consumer Price Index averages show 
no upswing for turkey meat yet; on the 
contrary, costs since the outbreak reared 
its head in December are down 12 percent 
over the same months in the previous year. 
In fact, Sysco’s Sonnemaker described the 
virus as having “a minor impact on tur- 
key” and said he expects “the effects to 
be minimal on our ability to provide ... 
turkey products,” thanks to the availability 
of suppliers. 

But the nation’s top turkey-producing 
state, Minnesota, is not as lighthearted 
about the issue. Unlike Iowa, Minnesota 
has lost more turkeys than chickens — 
nearly nine million birds total — and new 
cases have been discovered in both states 
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this summer. The Minnesota Board of 
Animal Health (MBAH) has canceled all 
poultry exhibits at county fairs, the State 
Fair, and private gatherings for the rest of 
the year, banning birds from swap meets, 
exotic sales, and petting zoos. The board’s 
assistant director, Dr. Beth Thompson, ex- 
plained, “We need to do everything pos- 
sible to get rid of this virus, and preventing 
the commingling of birds from different 
farms is one way to do that.” MBAH has, 
however, already begun a restocking pro- 
gram on previously infected farms that are 
now determined to be free of the virus. If 
they can ward off further infections, nor- 
mal production may not be far off. 


Commodities, Imports, and Exports 

Production of chicken meat has remained 
steady throughout the epidemic. Most 
broiler flocks — chickens raised for meat 
— have been impervious to the current 
outbreak. Some experts speculate that 
broilers, with their short six- to eight- 
week lifespans, don’t have much time to 
catch the bug. Others think geography 
plays a role; many broiler flocks are lo- 
cated in warmer climes where the virus 
loses virulence. That hasn’t stopped 


HPAI from affecting poultry prices, 
however. Modern Farmer reported in 
late June that the price of chicken meat 
is down as much as 33 percent from last 
year because dozens of countries have 
stopped importing U.S. poultry prod- 
ucts, vastly increasing domestic supply. 
The United States’ top 10 importers have 
enacted full or partial trade bans due to 
the bird flu (with the exception of Rus- 
sia, which has banned poultry imports 
since August 2014 in response to U.S. 
sanctions over the Crimea annexation). 
Regardless, Reuters said that these 10 
countries accounted for 66 percent of 
U.S. poultry exports in 2014 to the tune 
of $5.5 billion, and that the USA Poultry 
and Egg Export Council estimated trade 
losses in the first quarter of 2015 at $600 
million. According to MarketWatch, 
shares of many top U.S. chicken-meat 
companies have plummeted. 

While some countries are refusing U.S. 
products, others are taking advantage of 
the egg shortage. Normally an egg ex- 
porter, for the first time in 13 years the 
United States is importing chicken eggs 
from Europe. The Netherlands now joins 
Canada as a USDA-approved exporter of 
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Eggstraordinary influence: Nationwide shortages are affecting more than egg prices. Products 
such as mayonnaise, baked goods, ice cream, custard, egg nog, and creamy soups, sauces, and 


dressings all rely on egg ingredients. 
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both shell and breaker eggs. (The latter are 
eggs broken and processed or used as in- 
gredients in other foods). Other countries 
approved only for shell egg imports are 
Argentina, Chile, France, Germany, Por- 
tugal, and Spain. 


Vaccine Debate 

Meanwhile, as part of its efforts to control 
and eradicate HPAI, the USDA began in 
April developing a vaccine to target the 
HSN2 virus. Since lab tests have yet to 
prove its efficacy, the department refuses 
to release it. But industry feathers are ruf- 
fled. Many chicken farmers fear a vaccine 
mandate will further cripple their export 
market. Some foreign countries have only 
restricted products from flu-infested areas 
in the United States; a mandatory vaccine 
could prompt nationwide bans. 

“We don’t know what our trading part- 
ners would do if the proposed vaccination 
strategy is adopted,” said Dr. Ashley Pe- 
terson of the National Chicken Council at 
a recent workshop sponsored by the U.S. 
Poultry & Egg Association. According to 
WATT Global Media’s AgNet, although 
Peterson warned attendees that “we need 
to prepare for the worst,” her organization 
has already petitioned the USDA to fully 
investigate trade ramifications of a vac- 
cine mandate, as well as the health effects 
of the medicine. 

The land-grant university online re- 
search bank, eXtension.org, explains that 
most commercial birds already receive 
vaccinations against a variety of common 
poultry plagues such as Marek’s disease, 
infectious bronchitis, and fowl cholera. 
But many poultry producers worry that 
birds inoculated with a live flu virus could 
shed the vaccine, putting other birds at 
undue risk. Mike Cockrell, chief financial 
officer of Sanderson Farms, Inc. told Reu- 
ters, “We are opposed to using it without 
it being fully tested.” 

Others are willing to forgo economic 
analysis and risk adverse drug effects. 
Reuters also recently quoted a number of 
industry and policy experts who support 
the vaccine. U.S. Representative Collin 
Peterson (D-Minn.), ranking member of 
the House Agriculture Committee, said, 
“Without that vaccine I worry about the 
future of the industry.” Steve Olson, ex- 
ecutive director of the Minnesota Turkey 
Growers Association, said that farmers in 
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Though large companies such as Sysco and 
McDonald's are feeling the heat, smaller mom-and- 
pops are fried. “Egg prices have doubled in the past 
month and a half,” complained one Baton Rouge, 
Louisiana, restaurant manager to The Acadiana 


Advocate. 


his state are eager to vaccinate before the 
fall brings colder weather and migrating 
wild birds, both of which increase avian 
flu risk. However, James Sumner, presi- 
dent of the USA Poultry and Egg Export 
Council, noted, “I don’t think there are too 
many countries that have vaccinated and 
found it successful for their industry.” 


The California Complication 

In terms of egg prices, however, no one 
can blame bird flu entirely. Also at fault: 
a strict animal-welfare law passed in 
California that pundits warned would 
instigate a coast-to-coast egg shortage 
and soaring prices. “Proposition 2” went 
into effect January 1, mandating that 


all eggs sold in California had to come 
from hens housed in cages large enough 
to allow them to extend their wings and 
move about freely. Required cage sizes 
are increased by more than 73 percent — 
from the industry standard of 67 square 
inches to 116 square inches. The cost of 
overhauling henhouses and/or reducing 
flock sizes was bound to spike egg prices 
in California, but the mandate applies to 
all shell eggs sold in the Golden State, no 
matter where they originate. On Decem- 
ber 19, 2014 the very day the first case 
of bird flu was confirmed in the United 
States, THE NEw AMERICAN’S senior edi- 
tor William Jasper predicted the nation- 
wide repercussions of Proposition 2: 
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A hot commodity: As prices soar and supplies dwindle, restaurants across the country are forced 
to cut menu items or add surcharges to egg-containing foods. 
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How do California’s egg regs affect 
the price of eggs in Iowa or Ala- 
bama? California already imports 4 
billion eggs a year from other states. 
The new mandates will almost cer- 
tainly force many California egg 
producers out of business and cause 
those that survive to increase their 
prices. This alone would cause a na- 
tional supply-and-demand impact, 
as out-of-state producers rush to fill 
the void in California. In order to 
protect California farmers from the 
cheaper out-of-state competition, the 
California legislature passed Assem- 
bly Bill 1437, which applies Prop 
2’s standards to out-of-state eggs 
sold in California. Farmers in Mis- 
souri, Oklahoma, Iowa, Nebraska, 
Alabama, and Kentucky filed suit 
in federal court, claiming that this 
is an illegal attempt by California to 
protect its industry and regulate out- 
of-state business in violation of the 
U.S. Constitution’s interstate com- 
merce clause. 


Jasper said preparations for the January | 
deadline had already driven egg prices to 
record highs in both California and around 
the country. Recall that the Consumer 
Price Index reveals higher egg prices in 
April and May of 2014 compared to the 
same months in 2015, and by last Decem- 
ber, Grade A egg prices had climbed to an 
all-time monthly high of $2.21 a dozen. 
At that time Iowa State University agri- 
business professor Dermot J. Hayes told 
Bloomberg Business that Proposition 
2 would raise the price of eggs further 
in California, by as much as 20 percent 
within the first six months of 2015. 

With added bird flu complications, the 
outcome has been much worse. Shoppers 
at Safeway in Sacramento now pay $5.09 
for one dozen extra-large eggs. ABC af- 
filiate KXTV quoted Ken Klippen, presi- 
dent of the National Association of Egg 
Farmers, who said, “When the Califor- 
nia egg law went into effect January | 
... California egg prices were $2.75 to 
$3.30 per dozen. With national prices 
[now] approximating $3 per dozen, ex- 
pect California egg prices to be closer to 
$5 per dozen.” 

As for the lawsuit, the states involved 
have filed an appeal after U.S. District 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ AUGUST 3, 2015 


Court Judge Kimberly J. Mueller tossed 
it last October. Will Coggin, director of re- 
search for the Center for Consumer Free- 
dom (CCF), praised the appellants efforts, 
calling Prop 2 a “barrier to free trade” and 
a “poorly conceived measure pushed by 
animal-liberation radicals at the Humane 
Society of the United States, who are 
against the consumption of eggs entirely.” 

Indeed, Proposition 2 can be considered 
the brainchild of the Humane Society of the 
United States (HSUS), the largest animal- 
rights organization in the world. HSUS 
spent $10 million in 2008 on a statewide 
campaign to pass Prop 2. Jasper maintains 
that the group’s ultimate objective “is to 
end all livestock farming,” driving produc- 
ers into bankruptcy if necessary to achieve 
their goals. Entirely unaffiliated with any 
local animal shelters, HSUS makes no 
secret of its agenda to turn mankind into 
herbivores. “We don’t want any of these 
animals to be raised and killed,” said HSUS 
Vice President Miyun Park in an interview 
quoted by Jasper. Park called Proposition 2 
amere “step in the right direction” because, 
“unfortunately we don’t have the luxury of 
waiting until we have the opportunity to 
get rid of the entire industry.” She bragged 
that HSUS will continue pushing society 
toward complete veganism. 

But aren’t large cages better for chick- 
ens? Not according to industry experts, 
who say that what sounds good to hu- 
mans isn’t necessarily best for poultry. 
In April the National Association of Egg 
Farmers (NAEF) summed up research 
from the Coalition for Sustainable Egg 
Supply, the American Veterinary Medi- 
cal Association, Clemson University, and 
the American Farm Bureau Federation 
regarding the advantages and disadvan- 
tages of different housing systems and re- 
sulting food safety. Perhaps surprising to 
those outside the industry, conventional 
cage systems win hands down in terms 
of both chicken welfare — protecting 
weaker birds from the pecking order and 
resulting cannibalism from their more ag- 
gressive neighbors — and human health, 
since conventional cages prevent eggs 
from coming in contact with dangerous 
pathogens like salmonella in manure. 
More to the point in question here, con- 
ventional cages allow farmers to provide 
a high-quality protein product at a much 
lower cost than either the HSUS-dictated 
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A life’s work: Minnesota turkey farmer Greg Langmo told MPR News (Minnesota Public Radio), 
“We're sitting here watching the equity that we’ve built in this business over the last 50 years, 60 
years, get flushed down the toilet. Pretty tough to survive.” 


scheme or more labor- and resource-in- 
tensive systems such as cage free, free 
range, and organic farming. 

NAEF mentioned further benefits of 
conventional cages delineated by Dr. 
Kenneth Anderson, a North Carolina 
State University poultry extension spe- 
cialist: “He noted that chickens reared 
in conventional cages had 1. signifi- 
cantly greater numbers of Grade A eggs, 
2. significantly greater numbers of total 
eggs produced, 3. significantly better 
feed conversion rates ... [and] 4. better 
immune response.” The last item on the 
list has particular implications for avian 
flu, since free-ranging poultry exacerbate 
spread of the virus, says NAEF. 

Measures such as Proposition 2 would 
reverse all this. Nor is the regulation hu- 
mane to humans. CCF cited a report from 
Iowa State University that found “low- 
income individuals will be disproportion- 
ately harmed” by Prop 2-inflated prices, 
because “they often rely on eggs as an af- 
fordable protein substitute in lieu of pricier 
meat-based options.” 
NAEF agreed, ask- 
ing, “How do those 
prices benefit a low 
income family trying 
to make ends meet?” 

Prop 2 certainly 
does not represent 
the first time Califor- 
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nia voters have shunned reality in place of 
radical environmental regulation, thereby 
wreaking havoc on the rest of the country. 
As THE NEw AMERICAN contributor Bob 
Adelmann recently quoted Modern Farm- 
er, “California has long been to environ- 
mental law what New York is to fashion: 
It leads, others follow.” Adelmann noted, 
“The state’s draconian vehicle emission 
standards passed decades earlier have 
been adopted at the federal level, and now 
movements to set more [so called] humane 
standards for hens have been approved by 
voters in Oregon, Washington, Michigan 
and Ohio.” 

Hence the bird flu could not have hit 
at a worse time for the egg industry, but 
blaming it entirely for current sweeping 
market disruptions is erroneous. It seems 
combined acts of God and man are respon- 
sible. And until voters stop assuming they 
know more about caring for poultry flocks 
than the chicken farmers do, it is unlikely 
the market will totally recover even after 
all traces of the flu have flown the coop. 
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Citizens United 


There is a movement to ban groups of people from 
contributing to election campaigns. Such a move is not only 
anti-freedom but is bound to have ruinous ripple effects. 
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The movement to end “corporate personhood” via a constitutional amendment is clearly 
gaining steam. Resolutions calling for such an amendment have passed in California, Illinois, 
New Jersey, and Vermont, and are pending in Connecticut, Delaware, Hawaii, Maryland, and New 
Hampshire. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


n January 21, 2010, the U.S. Su- 

preme Court ruled in Citizens 

United vy. FEC that it is unconsti- 
tutional to restrict independent political 
expenditures by corporations, unions, and 
other associations such as political action 
committees (PACs). 

According to Cenk Uygur, the host of 
the left-wing online news show The Young 
Turks, this ruling worsened the influence 
of moneyed interests in the American po- 
litical system. Uygur announced the cre- 
ation of Wolf PAC on October 19, 2011 
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during the Occupy Wall Street demonstra- 
tion at Zucotti Park in New York City. Wolf 
PAC’s goal is “ending corporate person- 
hood and publicly financing all elections 
in our country,” and placing restrictions 
on large monetary donations to political 
candidates, parties, and groups. 

Wolf PAC plans to accomplish this by 
pushing for an amendment to the Con- 
stitution that would declare that corpo- 
rations are not people and as such enjoy 
none of the Constitution’s protection of 
basic civil rights. Specifically, the Wolf 
PAC proposal looks to limit corporate 
campaign contributions by effectively 


overturning the Citizens United decision 
via a new amendment. 

Wolf PAC believes that Congress is too 
corrupt to pass such an amendment itself, 
and therefore advocates a Convention of 
the States (constitutional convention) to 
propose the amendment. Resolutions call- 
ing for such an amendment have passed 
in California, Illinois, New Jersey, and 
Vermont, and are pending in Connecticut, 
Delaware, Hawaii, Maryland, and New 
Hampshire. 

The movement to end “corporate per- 
sonhood” via a constitutional amendment 
is clearly gaining steam. But what did the 
Citizens United ruling really do, and what 
might happen if Wolf PAC gets its wish? 

Before analyzing the particulars of 
the Citizens United ruling, let’s look at 
the language of the proposed Wolf PAC 
amendment. The proposed “28th Amend- 
ment” offered by Wolf PAC reads: 


Corporations are not people. They 
have none of the Constitutional rights 
of human beings. Corporations are 
not allowed to give money to any 
politician, directly or indirectly. No 
politician can raise over $100 from 
any person or entity. All elections 
must be publicly financed. 


There are a couple of fundamental prob- 
lems with this proposal that need to be ad- 
dressed before launching a more detailed 
examination of the issue. 


First, Wolf PAC is right in one respect: 
“Corporations” do not have rights. But 
that’s not the end of the story. The Citizens 
United decision doesn’t claim that they do, 
so the idea that the Constitution needs to 
clarify that concept is ridiculous. 

The decision recognizes that corpora- 
tions are not organic entities with rights 
and responsibilities that must be estab- 
lished independently of other entities. That 
is to say, the Congress and the court need 
not determine the “rights” of corporations 
because they have already determined the 
rights of people, and a corporation is noth- 
ing more than a collection of people. 

As the majority held in the Citizens Unit- 
ed case, the First Amendment’s protection 
of free speech extends to individuals, and 
by extension “associations of individuals.” 
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Wolf PAC is right in one respect: “Corporations” do not 
have rights. But that’s not the end of the story. The 
Citizens United decision doesn't claim that they do, 
so the idea that the Constitution needs to clarify that 


concept is ridiculous. 


And people have rights. Rights given 
to them by their Creator. Rights that are 
unalienable. And despite their democrat- 
ic demeanor, these facts are repulsive to 
Wolf PAC. 

They do not want to reduce the rights 
of corporations, for they know as well as 
anyone else that corporations do not have 
rights. The people who combine to create 
corporations, however, do have rights — 
including the right to contribute to politi- 
cal campaigns — and Wolf PAC knows 
that sometimes the people in corporations 
are going to express their political pref- 
erences in ways that Wolf PAC wants to 
outlaw. 

That’s the rub. Wolf PAC isn’t interest- 
ed in promoting America’s “core values” 
or in protecting the political process from 
the evils of money, rather, they are inter- 
ested in the same thing that interests all 
socialists, progressives, and “reformers”: 
silencing those with whom they disagree. 

Ironically, Wolf PAC has not published 
the “specific amendment language” be- 
cause they claim they want to “hear all 
sides.” That is, all sides that agree with 
their side. 

Wolf PAC has a vision for America, an 
America where government is empowered 
to enforce a secular socialist agenda and 
to protect that power behind the wall of 
an amendment. 

This is the way socialists have always 
moved their agenda forward. 

The French political economist Frédéric 
Bastiat wrote about this phenomenon in 
his book, The Law, published in 1850: 


But, unfortunately, law by no means 
confines itself to its proper functions. 
And when it has exceeded its proper 
functions, it has not done so merely 
in some inconsequential and debat- 
able matters. The law has gone fur- 
ther than this; it has acted in direct 
opposition to its own purpose. The 
law has been used to destroy its own 


objective: It has been applied to an- 
nihilating the justice that it was sup- 
posed to maintain; to limiting and de- 
stroying rights which its real purpose 
was to respect. The law has placed 
the collective force at the disposal of 
the unscrupulous who wish, without 
risk, to exploit the person, liberty, 
and property of others. It has con- 
verted plunder into a right, in order to 
protect plunder. And it has converted 
lawful defense into a crime, in order 
to punish lawful defense. 


Let’s move on to the second clause of the 
Wolf PAC amendment that claims that 
“corporations have none of the constitu- 
tional rights of human beings.” Constitu- 
tionalists will recognize a couple of prob- 
lems with this statement, as well. 

First, there is no such thing as a “con- 


stitutional right.” Rights are derived from 
God, not from government. The Constitu- 
tion may protect certain of those rights, 
but nothing in the Constitution can be 
construed to give or deny rights that are 
held inherently inviolate by children of 
God. And the Ninth Amendment makes 
this fact very clear: 


The enumeration in the Constitution, 
of certain rights, shall not be con- 
strued to deny or disparage others 
retained by the people. 


Second, human beings do have rights, in- 
cluding the right to speak and the right to 
express that speech in the form of financial 
contributions to candidates. The notion 
that people surrender their rights when 
they come together in a group is nonsen- 
sical and not supported by any principle of 
political science. 

Families, for example, are associations 
of individuals, and should the Wolf PAC 
amendment ever be ratified, its terms 
would certainly apply to families, church- 
es, or any other collection of individuals. 

This, it would seem, is likely the in- 
tent of the proposed amendment. It isn’t 
meant to prevent corporations from donat- 


In the 2010 case of Citizens United v. FEC, the Supreme Court upheld the right of corporations, 
unions, and other associations such as political action committees (PACs) to make donations to 
political campaigns. 
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ing money and influencing elections, but 
rather to restrict the rights of human be- 
ings who have a habit of wanting to spend 
money to put power in the hands of those 
whom they believe will use that power to 
promote policies favorable to the donors. 

History and experience reveal that 
money is not the root of all political evil. 
That distinction belongs to the immense 
power that has been given to government, 
power that can be purchased. 


The Wolf PAC approach is misguided 
in many ways, but particularly in that it 
attempts to restrict the exercise of fun- 
damental rights. In the United States, a 
person may spend his money however he 
wants. If several people come together to 
form artificial organizations, the rights of 
the individuals are retained as members 
of a group. These people may pool their 
money and spend it on anything: cars, 
buildings, staplers, and politicians. 

Politicians, for their part, are all too 
happy to take the money offered them. In 
fact, the politicians will do nearly anything 
— kiss babies, go bowling, flip waffles, 
and make endless promises — to dip their 
buckets in the streams of cash. 

It can be argued that although the 
money seems to go from people or groups 
of people to politicians, it never really 
changes hands as the money given to poli- 
ticians is tied to a quid pro quo. Politicians 
take the money, purchase power, then use 
the money to do favors for the donor. The 
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Political strategist Karl Rove 
founded the American Crossroads 
Super PAC in order to raise money for 
certain Republican candidates. Such 
political activity is what the Wolf PAC 
amendment is attempting to stop. 


favors are aimed at growing the group that 
gave the money and those new profits are 
funneled back to the politician who con- 
tinues consolidating power. 

Something that apparently eludes Wolf 
PAC and others who want to abolish the 
rights of those who oppose their socialist 
agenda is that the currency passed from 
corporation to candidate, from people to 
politician, is often used on projects that 
benefit the community at large, not just 
the corporation. 

For example, if a company gives money 
to a legislator in exchange for the latter’s 
promise to sponsor a bill opening new mar- 
kets to the former and then once the politi- 
cian completes his part of the bargain, the 
company builds a pediatric cancer wing 
on a local hospital and names it after the 
politician, there are a lot of sick kids and 
their parents who won’t care where the 
money for the medical care comes from. 
In fact, they would be much worse off had 
the transaction never taken place. 

And that’s the problem with the Wolf 
PAC proposal. Rather than treat the dis- 
ease, they prefer to kill the patient. 

The cure is found not in restricting 
rights, but in eliminating the encourage- 
ment to use those rights to elect politicians 
who will use the money to enlarge the 
scope of the government that gives them 
their power. 

If I know that lawmakers can’t do 
anything to benefit my bottom line, then 
I won’t bother spending any money on 
them. Unless, of course, I simply want 


to support them for our similar views of 
the rightful role of government. If I know 
that no matter how much I pay a politi- 
cian, he’ll never be able to put roadblocks 
of regulations in the path of my competi- 
tor, then I won’t try to buy him. If I know 
that no matter how much my company 
would benefit from opening a new theatre 
of some foreign war or getting the Unit- 
ed States involved in some international 
conflict, there is no way a politician could 
make that happen, then I’m not going to 
bother buying one. 

It is for this very reason that the Found- 
ing Fathers wrote a constitution that grant- 
ed a slate of “few and defined” powers to 
the federal government. They knew from 
their own sad experience and from their 
study of republics throughout history that 
politicians will accumulate power to the 
detriment of liberty unless they are tightly 
bound by a written constitution whose pro- 
visions are upheld by a virtuous citizenry. 

The bottom line, then, regarding the 
restrictions on the use of money by indi- 
viduals or groups is that in a free society, 
there is no justification for allowing the 
government to deny them their funda- 
mental right of free speech, including the 
spending of money as an expression of 
that speech. Instead of making it illegal for 
any politician to accept over $100 “from 
any person or entity,” those interested in 
fixing the problem should work to make it 
impossible that even $1 be used by politi- 
cians to do anything that lies outside the 
constitutional restrictions on their power. 

As Robert Levy wrote in an article pub- 
lished by the Cato Institute in 2010: 


As for money, it’s just a symptom. 
We have a big money problem be- 
cause we have a big government 
problem. By restraining the regula- 
tory and redistributive powers of the 
state, we can minimize the influence 
of big money. Restoring the Fram- 
ers’ notion of enumerated, delegated, 
and limited federal powers will get 
government out of our lives and out 
of our wallets. That’s the best way 
to end the campaign-finance racket, 
and root out corruption without jeop- 
ardizing political speech. 


Asimilar analysis of the real problem with 
politics and money was made in that same 
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year by Connor Boyack, president of the 


Libertas Institute: 


Our problem is not companies par- 


ticipating in the political process 
— after all, companies are merely a 


Finally, many advocates of the Wolf PAC 
proposal make the claim that spending 
money is not the same as speech. That is 
certainly true as far as the bare definitions 
of the key words go, but anyone can see 
that there is an undeniable correlation be- 
tween spending money and being heard in 


group of individuals who each retain 
their right to free speech, and can 
collectively exercise that right — but 
rather the tolerance by every Ameri- 
can of elected individuals abusing 
their authority of office and exceed- 
ing the limits placed upon them by 
the Constitution and the oath they 
swore to support and defend it. 


the marketplace of ideas. 


In the Levy article, this very point is 


made: 
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True enough, the expenditure of 
money is not the same as speech. 
But if the expenditure is for the 
exclusive purpose of generating 
speech, it should be protected to 
the same extent as the speech itself. 
Exercising the right to speak almost 
always costs money, especially if the 
speaker intends to reach a large au- 
dience. The right to speak necessar- 
ily encompasses the right to pay for 
the speech, just as the right to coun- 
sel encompasses the right to hire a 
lawyer, and the right to free exercise 
of religion includes the right to con- 
tribute to a church of one’s choice. 
In each of those cases, the expendi- 
ture of money is protected not be- 
cause “money is speech” or “money 
is a lawyer,” or “money is religion,” 


You 


Cenk Uygur, founder of Wolf PAC, is pushing for a second constitutional convention (con-con) in 
order to add an amendment “ending corporate personhood and publicly financing all elections in 
our country.” 


but rather because spending money 
is integral to the right to speak, to 
have legal counsel, and to exercise 
religious freedom. Government lim- 
its on spending for speech necessar- 
ily restrict the speech itself. 


Cato’s inclusion of the practice of religion 
among the rights that can be expressed in 
a variety of ways exposes another problem 
with Wolf PAC’s amendment. 

In fact, there is something more sinister 
than campaign finance reform lurking in 
the vague language of Wolf PAC’s pro- 
posed “28th Amendment.” 

Given that the wording explicitly robs 
corporations of any “constitutional rights,” 
one need only imagine the ends to which 
this provision might be put. 

For example, suppose that there were 
a corporation whose leadership and rank 
and file were committed to upholding a 
particular religious prohibition on contra- 


ception. Then, suppose that as part of their 
collective expression of their God-given 
right to worship according to the dictates 
of their own consciences, this corporation 
refuses to enforce a federal mandate that 
it provide their employees with subsidized 
health insurance plans that include provi- 
sions for contraceptives. 

Under the constitutional concept of in- 
dividual liberty, that corporation would 
be justified in refusing to obey the of- 
fensive federal “law.” There is no way 
that anyone could find a sensible, logical 
argument that these religious adherents, 
by associating together in a corporation, 
abandoned their right to freely exercise 
their faith. 

In a country where the Wolf PAC pro- 
posal is the law of the land, that corpora- 
tion would be forced to do exactly as the 
government demands, as they have no 
rights, including, one imagines, the right 
to act according to the dictates of a par- 
ticular religious doctrine. 

Imagine, now, a similar situation. A cor- 
poration believes that it has a moral ob- 
ligation to avoid even the appearance of 
evil, and it believes that homosexual rela- 
tions are evil. Accordingly, the company 
establishes a policy of refusing to bake 
cakes for “gay weddings.” 

As pointed out in the previous exam- 
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ple, people who combine into companies 
do not do so to the detriment of their 
natural rights. Their unalienable right to 
practice the religion of their choice is in- 
tact, regardless of their corporate status, 
and that right extends to denying service 
to those who practice lifestyles they find 
unacceptable. 

Such a policy would not, in fact, deny 
the people access to “marriage,” but would 
simply be an appropriate and legally ac- 
ceptable expression of the baker’s right to 
exercise his religion; therefore, there is no 
diminution of rights at all. With the Wolf 
PAC approach, however, the baker would 
be forced to contribute to the “wedding,” 
therefore denying him of one of the most 
fundamental rights. 

Under that scheme, this corporation 
would have no right of refusal and would 
be forced to violate their moral obligation 
in order to comply with the mandates of 
a “law” protecting the “right” of an indi- 
vidual to marry a person of the same sex. 

Finally, as our country drifts farther 
from its moral moorings and becomes 
more and more secular, is it not possible 
that even on-demand abortions could be 
made mandatory in future iterations of 
government-funded health insurance? 

If so, the Wolf PAC amendment would 
force all pro-life corporations to not only 


cover such atrocities for their employees, 
but it would also deny them the ability to 
donate money to candidates they believe 
would work to reverse the murderous man- 
date. In fact, the language of the proposed 
28th Amendment would prevent even in- 
dividuals from spending their money to try 
to make such changes. 


Furthermore, if the principle is established 
that corporations may be limited in their 
freedom of speech or freedom of religion 
because they are not people, then any lim- 
its whatsoever could be imposed on them, 
depending on the political whims and 
agendas of those who hold the political 
reins of power. 

This, it seems, has not occurred to Wolf 
PAC, and if it has, perhaps their intent is 
not only the silencing of those with whom 
they disagree, but also the dismantling of 
the republican system of government es- 
tablished by the Constitution. The 28th 
Amendment would kill liberty; it would 
be death, not in one bloody blow, but by a 
thousand paper cuts. 

Slowly the socialist agenda would be 
adopted, not in one fell swoop, but by 
amending the Constitution over and over 
until the elimination of free enterprise that 
would have been impossible to achieve 


The proposed anti-corporate amendment would force all pro-life corporations, such as Hobby 
Lobby, to not only cover abortions for their employees, but it would also deny them the ability to 
donate money to candidates they believe would work to reverse the murderous mandate. 
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legislatively becomes the law of the land 
through the amendment process. 

Art Thompson, the CEO of The John 
Birch Society, sees this possibility in Wolf 
PAC’s proposal. Thompson said: 


If the Wolf-Pac amendment [makes] 
corporations non-persons relative to 
campaign contributions, what else 
will the amendment do to the status 
of corporations? Will this be a back 
door to the elimination of business 
corporations as we know it? And if 
so, what will this do to the system of 
free enterprise that we have now? In 
other words, is this a means, a back- 
door if you will to a socialist agenda 
by amendment? 


Denying corporations the ability to influ- 
ence elections through the financing of 
candidates or issues doesn’t shrink the 
scope of the rights of those corporations, 
for they have none. The damage is done 
to the rights of the individuals who com- 
prise those corporations. These rights — 
the right of free speech, the right of free 
exercise of religion, and others — are the 
inheritance of all humans and that inheri- 
tance is not forfeited simply because indi- 
viduals combine into companies or other 
associations. 

If liberty is to be protected, then the 
amendment proposed by Wolf PAC must 
be opposed. If such a scheme should be 
foisted on the American people by way 
of a constitutional amendment, the funda- 
mental rights they once enjoyed will be 
given and taken not by God, who is the 
source of them, but by a government that 
has usurped that role. 

While there is no theory of natural law 
that would allow a government to deny a 
people their natural rights — the right to 
associate, the right to exercise religion, 
the right to speak freely, etc. — such 
rights are being denied all the time. In the 
case of the Wolf PAC proposal, for ex- 
ample, all of these rights would be taken 
from people who associate in corpora- 
tions. The organizations they form would 
be prohibited from using the resources 
they collect from individuals to influence 
the political system, thus opening a back 
door to the denial of basic liberties that is 
the ultimate goal of Wolf PAC and other 
similarly minded socialists. 
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UN Demands Huge “Sustainability” Splurge 


The United Nations has stepped up calls for trillions 
in aid for “green technology’ and other socialist/ 
corporatist boondoggles. 
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more for UN spending. 


by William F. Jasper 


ith little fanfare and paltry 
news coverage, United Nations 
negotiators were busily work- 


ing at the Third International Conference 
on Financing for Development (FFD3) in 
the Ethiopian capital of Addis Ababa on 
July 13-16. They were putting the final 
touches on a global plan — one with a 
price tag in the ¢rillions of dollars. The 
grandiose plan is to be sprung on the world 
in September at the UN summit on devel- 
opment finance. The UN’s proposed sus- 
tainable development goals (SDGs), now 
being crafted by the UN General Assem- 
bly, various UN agencies, national gov- 
ernments, and private non-governmental 
organizations (NGOs), are part of a new 
15-year plan intended to replace the UN’s 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) 
that were introduced 15 years ago at the 
UN’s 2000 Millennium Summit, ostensi- 
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bly to combat global poverty. The UN’s 
SDG plan is also closely intertwined with 
the UN agenda on global warming, which 
is scheduled to culminate with the mam- 
moth climate-change conference planned 
for December in Paris. 

The Ethiopian summit is the latest in 
a series of recent high-level conferences 
sponsored by the United Nations. The 
pace has been fast and furious as the UN’s 
dedicated poverty fighters have been jet- 
ting between five-star hotels, Michelin- 
starred restaurants, and gold-plated con- 
ference centers in various global venues. 
From June 26-July 8, it was the High-level 
Political Forum on Sustainable Develop- 
ment under the auspices of the United Na- 
tions Economic and Social Council (ECO- 
SOC) in New York City. From July 7-July 
10, it was the Our Common Future Under 
Climate Change conference in Paris. 

On Sunday, July 12, the eve of the open- 
ing of FFD3, United Nations Secretary- 


General Ban Ki-moon addressed the Global 
Civil Society Forum, the NGO rent-a-mob 
that has become a standard feature at all 
UN conferences. “Now, more than ever, 
the world needs your advocacy, expertise, 
and ingenuity,’ Ban told the throngs of 
NGO activists in Addis Ababa. “You are 
the voice of the people. You can count on 
the UN to make it heard, loud and clear.” 

The “civil society” radicals are hardly 
“the voice of the people.” As we have re- 
ported from many previous UN conferenc- 
es, the vast majority of the organizations 
represented at these affairs are synthetic 
AstroTurf groups funded by governments 
and leftist tax-exempt foundations. Their 
function is to provide pressure from below, 
which, combined with pressure from above 
by governments and globalist corporations, 
gives the appearance of overwhelming 
worldwide popular support. 

“IT am inspired by your passion, com- 
mitment and energy,” the secretary-gener- 
al told the assembled “progressives,” com- 
mending their “untiring efforts.” “Over 
the last year, you have called on Member 
States to be ambitious to secure the re- 
sources we need for the well-being of all 
people and the health of our planet,” Ban 
said. ““We need your continued pressure,” 
Ban told the army of activists. 


Sticker Shock: $Trillions Demanded 
The UN global planners are calling for not 
merely billions of dollars. Not even tens of 
billions or hundreds of billions of dollars. 
No, the time for such small-minded think- 
ing is long since passed; it is time to show 
our genuine commitment to the noble goals 
of the UN by pledging — and following 
through with — trillions of dollars for the 
SDGs. But where will the money come 
from to pay for this new grand UN initia- 
tive? In a world of government spending 
gone wild, with astronomical budgets, na- 
tional debts, bailouts, and bail-ins, the UN’s 
new SDG sticker shock faces middle-class 
taxpayers of the developed nations, who 
will be expected to foot the bill. 
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One of Ban Ki-moon’s first speeches at 
the conference was to an event sponsored 
by the World Bank entitled “Billions to 
Trillions — Ideas to Action.” The event 
took its name from an audacious document 
issued in April by the World Bank Group 
and the multilateral and regional develop- 
ment banks entitled From Billions to Tril- 
lions: Transforming Development Finance. 

“Here in Addis Ababa we are reinvigo- 
rating the global partnership for develop- 
ment,’ Secretary-General Ban told the as- 
sembled bankers. “In September, in New 
York, countries will adopt the post-2015 
development agenda and embrace a new 
set of sustainable development goals.” 
Ban continued: 


In December, in Paris, governments 
must adopt a universal, meaningful 
climate change agreement. These 
three global events chart a new era 
of sustainable development, a para- 
digm shift towards a truly transfor- 
mative agenda. Together, we are the 
first generation that can end poverty 
and the last that can avoid the worst 
effects of climate change. 


Ban then outlined where the UN wanted 
the new trillions of dollars to be spent. “I 
see three areas where your efforts to turn 
billions into trillions will be most crucial,” 
he said. Those three areas are, according 
to the UN’s top bureaucrat: First, infra- 
structure, particularly in Africa; second, 
“regional integration”; and third, “food 
security and nutrition.” 

Of course, the proposed huge hikes of 
foreign aid (ODA, Official Development 
Assistance) would amount, as always, to 
enormous confiscations of wealth from 
middle-class taxpayers by governments, 
UN bureaucrats, and banksters, whom we 
are supposed to trust to wisely and magnani- 
mously distribute said funds to the poor. If 
these communist transfer schemes actually 
worked as promised, the trillions in “aid” 
that have already been spent would have 
ended world poverty long ago. 

The World Bank-led report Billions to 
Trillions, which Ban cited, states in its in- 
troduction: “To meet the investment needs 
of the Sustainable Development Goals, the 
global community needs to move the dis- 
cussion from ‘Billions’ in ODA to ‘Tril- 
lions’ in investments of all kinds: public 
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BILLIONS TO 
TRILLIONS: 


IDEAS TO ACTION 


“Billions to Trillions,” a report by the World 
Bank and IMF, proposes global robbery on an 
unprecedented scale. 


and private, national and global, in both 
capital and capacity.” 

However, when the World Bank, IMF, 
and the other Multilateral Development 
Banks talk about increasing “private in- 
vestment” in lesser-developed countries, 
they are not talking about letting the free 
market work; they are talking about “cen- 
tral planning” and “central guidance” of 
capital flows, with the politically connect- 
ed insider commercial banks and corpora- 
tions receiving special incentives, subsi- 
dies, contracts, and bailouts, i.e., private 
profits at public risk. 

The banks involved in producing Billions 
to Trillions are the African Development 
Bank, Asian Development Bank, European 
Bank for Reconstruction and Development, 
European Investment Bank, Inter-Ameri- 
can Development Bank, International Mon- 
etary Fund, and World Bank Group. 
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“In this critical year for development,” 
says the Billions to Trillions report, “we 
have come together to explore and con- 
firm what we can do, within our respec- 
tive institutional mandates, to support, 
and in particular finance, the eventual 
achievement of the proposed post-2015 
Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). 
We are financial institutions committed to 
eradicate poverty and inequality, able to 
leverage and catalyze public and private 
development finance.” 

According to the bankers’ Billions to 
Trillions report, the UN’s FFD3 in Addis 
Ababa “will be an important milestone in 
the post-2015 global effort to achieve uni- 
versal and sustainable development, under- 
pinning the expected adoption of the SDGs 
at the UN Special Summit for Sustainable 
Development in New York in September.” 
“This trajectory will continue,” says the 
report, with additional conferences, culmi- 
nating with the UN’s “Convention on Cli- 
mate Change in Paris in December, which 
seeks a new international agreement on 
climate change.” 

“In short,” say the UN-allied bank- 
ers, “2015 will create a platform to sup- 
port global development aspirations for 
the next 15 years.” The 17 SDGs range 
from such vague and pretentious targets 
as “End poverty in all its forms every- 
where,” “End hunger,” and “Ensure 
healthy lives,” to “Take urgent action to 
combat climate change.” 

And the final price tag? The SDG 
advocates are vague about precisely 
how many trillions of dollars they’re 
demanding. The World Bank report is 
murky on final costs. The Socialist In- 
ternational, meeting at the UN on July 
6-7, endorsed the Sustainable Develop- 
ment Goals, placing the estimated cost 
at $3.3-$4.5 trillion. However, in 2011, 
the UN’s Department of Economic and 
Social Affairs (DESA) issued a report 
calling for forced “investment” of $76 
trillion ($1.9 trillion per year) over the 
next 40 years, most of it for “develop- 
ment assistance” in poor countries for 
“green technology.” Other SDG funding 
proposals range from single digit tril- 
lions to double digit trillions. Of this we 
can be sure: Regardless of the final of- 
ficial price settled on by the UN and its 
bankster allies, they will extract as much 
as they can get away with. 
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NEUWOR? 


Left-leaning judges and bureaucrats are shutting down 
business entities that don’t cater to homosexual wishes. As 
the homosexual agenda marches on, who will be next? 


by Selwyn Duke 


tigmas are the corollaries of values, 

it was once said. If certain things 

are to be valued, it follows that 
what contradicts them will be devalued. 
For this reason we once condemned licen- 
tiousness, as chastity was valued; and for 
this reason chastity is now mocked. Put 
most simply, good is increasingly deval- 
ued because bad is a fad — and more than 
a passing one. 

One of the great myths of modern times, 
and a deadly one at that, is the “conser- 
vative” idea that if we leave things alone, 
they stay the same. Of course, this doesn’t 
appear to be true of much, if anything. 
Our muscles atrophy if not continually 
exercised. Cars and homes degrade if not 
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maintained, as do bridges, roads, or any 
other part of our infrastructure. And the 
same is true of our moral infrastructure: 
Absent diligent maintenance and the oc- 
casional major repair, it moves toward dis- 
order. And when virtues fade in society, 
“values” of some type take their place. 
Christian businessmen, from bakers to 
wedding planners to florists, have learned 
this the hard way, with the “Land of the 
Free’s” government doing the unprece- 
dented: punishing private businessmen for 
refusing to service events (faux weddings), 
and giving Christians the choice between 
poverty and violation of conscience. And 
now the next step has been taken. Fresh off 
having their religious freedom trumped, 
two of those bakers, Aaron and Melissa 
Klein, find their right to free speech also 


CULTURE 


It’s not love that’s winning: Even before 

the U.S. Supreme Court gave its blessing to 
same-sex “marriage,” Christians were being 
persecuted for their belief that homosexuality 
is aberrant and immoral. 


under assault. As OneNewsNow.com’s 
Charlie Butts reported July 7: 


The Oregon couple operated “Sweet 
Cakes by Melissa,” but when they de- 
clined to bake a cake for a homosexual 
“wedding” a complaint was filed be- 
fore the Oregon Bureau of Labor and 
Industries. Last week, Labor Commis- 
sioner Brad Avakian finalized a fine of 
$135,000 against the Kleins — but the 
order goes even further with a “cease 
and desist” order. 


Heritage Foundation spokesman Hans 
von Spakovsky explains: “They are being 
told that they can’t make any communi- 
cation about their beliefs about sexual 
orientation in public accommodations 
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Avakian said with regard to the Kleins he’s interested 
in “rehabilitation.” Sound familiar? It smacks of re- 
education — as in the “re-education Camps” of 
oppressive Marxist regimes — and is a euphemism 
for, “Your opinions anger me intensely and I'm going to 
shut your stupid face for you!” 


that could in any way give anyone the 
indication that they might discriminate 
against them in their bakery business,” he 
states. “So that makes it pretty difficult 
[for them] to talk about their religious 
beliefs.” 

Von Spakovsky also warns that if not 
overturned, this “gag order” will be used 
against others in the future. 

And Avakian’s action is striking. Usu- 
ally when people complain, “Whatever 
happened to free speech?!” it’s in the wake 
of an individual fired by a private-sector 
entity for voicing a politically incorrect 
sentiment. But Avakian is an agent of the 
government. Moreover, he has in so many 
words signaled precisely what drives his 
mockery of the First Amendment’s free 
speech guarantee, saying that with regard 
to the Kleins he’s interested in “rehabilita- 


tion.” Sound familiar? It smacks of re-ed- 
ucation — as in the “re-education camps” 
of oppressive Marxist regimes — and is a 
euphemism for, “Your opinions anger me 
intensely and I’m going to shut your stupid 
face for you!” 

He’s not the only one with this attitude, 
either. While it was overshadowed by the 
Supreme Court’s unconstitutional faux- 
marriage ruling a day later, on June 25 an- 
other case with serious implications was 
concluded in New Jersey. A jury found 
that a non-profit organization named 
JONAH, “Jews Offering New Alterna- 
tives for Healing,” had supposedly violat- 
ed the New Jersey Consumer Fraud Act. 
Its trespass was that it offered “reparative 
therapy,” which is designed to help people 
eliminate unwanted feelings of same-sex 
attraction. Now, most shocking about the 
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Cruel and unusual? Though businesses routinely don’t cater to all groups — hat stores don’t carry 
Jewish religious hats called yarmulkes and clothing stores don’t carry all sizes — a cake store that 
won't service faux weddings has been fined $135,000 and forbidden to speak about it. 
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case was not that one of the plaintiffs was 
so taken with the therapy at the time of 
treatment that he volunteered to become 
a JONAH spokesman; that homosexual- 
ity was declassified as a mental disorder 
by the American Psychiatric Association 
in 1973 for political, not medical, reasons 
and that the science on its origin is far 
from settled; or that an expert witness for 
the plaintiffs actually conceded that sexual 
inclination is fluid and can change. It was 
this: Vicinage 6 Superior Court judge Peter 
F. Bariso, Jr. ruled that five of JONAH’s 
six expert witnesses could not even tes- 
tify because, as he put it, “The theory that 
homosexuality is a disorder is not novel 
but — like the notion that the earth is flat 
and the sun revolves around it — instead 
is outdated and refuted.” One of these 
expert witnesses, counselor Christopher 
Doyle, would later write that this was just 
part of a “judicial liberal bias” that forced 
the “jury to convict JONAH.” This is no 
overstatement. The judge’s ruling turned 
the JONAH trial into something approxi- 
mating a kangaroo court. After all, how 
can a person possibly combat the charge 
of violating a “consumer fraud act” if he’s 
not allowed to present experts who can 
testify that his services aren’t fraudulent? 

What we’re witnessing here — with the 
Kleins, JONAH, and the other persecuted 
Americans of faith — is gross intolerance. 
For the true measure of “tolerance” is how 
well we abide perceived negatives, as tol- 
erance always implies a negative. For in- 
stance, we wouldn’t tolerate a delectable 
meal or a beautiful car; we relish those 
things. But we would have to tolerate a 
stubborn cold or even something objec- 
tively good that we don’t happen to like, 
such as a nose-wrinkling vegetable. 

We also have to tolerate opinions we 
don’t like. That is, unless you can stamp 
them out — and are willing to do so. 

Enter the Left. 

Largely because many leftists are moral 
relativists — and don’t have Absolute 
Truth to use as a yardstick for “right- 
ness” — their own feelings become their 
yardstick. And because it’s pretty hard to 
be out of conformity with yourself, they 
measure up to their standard perfectly. But 
since carbon copies of them don’t exist, 
no one else does. Thus, in their moral 
universe they’re without “sin,” but oth- 
ers are often terribly lacking. They cannot 
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say, “But there for the grace of God go I,” 
but deify themselves and look down with 
rage on the loathsome creatures impudent 
enough to oppose their infallible will. 

Of course, man’s nature is complex, and 
there can be many motivating factors be- 
hind the modern Left’s despotic behavior, 
such as genuinely believing the other side 
is espousing destructive ideas that must be 
suppressed, wanting to be in fashion, the 
will to power, etc. But the end result is the 
same: These leftists are deeply angered by 
certain opposing opinions, and their intol- 
erance, their emotion, drives them to stamp 
those opinions out by any means necessary. 

Emotion. Its role in man’s behavior is 
almost universally underestimated. Many 
have been talking about how the Supreme 
Court’s June 26 Obergefell v. Hodges 
ruling — decreeing that faux marriage 
must be officially recognized in all 50 
states — has set striking precedents and 
will transform American society. And pre- 
dictions about what would happen if we 
legitimized faux marriage are coming to 
pass, with an Obergefell-inspired man in 
Montana applying for a license to marry 
two women. I myself have mounted ra- 
tional arguments on this issue for years, 
and they certainly have their place. Yet the 
major factor in this matter is almost uni- 
versally missed. 

It’s well and good to analyze the prec- 
edent now set, but we ought to note that 
the Supreme Court ruling itself had nothing 
at all to do with precedent — except the 
precedent of completely ignoring the law. 
This isn’t to say critics are at all wrong in 
their predictions of where unconstitutional 
tulings will lead; for sure, leftists will use 
whatever convenient precedents may exist. 
It’s to say that it’s far worse than that. 

It may be hard to conceive of High Court 
“swing vote” Anthony Kennedy favoring 
faux marriage, let’s say, 15 years ago, but 
it’s entirely inconceivable that a faux- 
matriage case could have even reached the 
Supreme Court 15 years ago. As they so 
often do, the lower courts that had put the 
issue on the Supreme Court’s radar screen 
and the latter’s leftist members were clear- 
ly reacting to the culture, not just perhaps 
in thinking about their legacy as “enlight- 
ened thinkers,” but certainly in accepting 
the rationalizations — or, as some like to 
say, “arguments” — of popular culture. 
Remember that while justices have a re- 
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markable ability to stay out of paparazzi 
crosshairs when not committing their con- 
stitutional trespasses, they live in the real 
world and imbibe the latest disgorgements 
of their fellow “enlightened thinkers” in 
academia, the media, and entertainment. 
In other words, while Obergefell was, 
by definition, a legal landmark, it was also 
what a court ruling should never be: a cul- 
tural barometer. As I pointed out in the 2013 
essay “The Slippery Slope to Pedophilia,” 
rationalizations first trotted out by homo- 
sexual activists decades ago have already 
been used in an effort to legitimize pedo- 
philia (and bestiality, for that matter). Also 
note that when two of those homosexual ac- 
tivists, Hunter Madsen and Marshall Kirk, 
called for a desensitization of Americans 
to homosexuality via a “continuous flood 
of gay-related advertising,” a “conversion 
of the average American’s emotions, mind, 
and will, through a planned psychological 
attack, in the form of propaganda fed to 
the nation via the media,” it was in a book 
penned in 1989 entitled After the Ball. And 
the propaganda started well before then. 
So what is the end game here? Much 
as with tracking an asteroid’s trajectory to 
determine where approximately it will be 
in the future, a civilization in flux has a 
cultural trajectory; connect the dots and 
then extend the dots, and you see the fu- 
ture. Yet the end game is not what even 
many liberal progressives might think, 
since their moral relativism means con- 
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Silenced: In a fraud trial against a Jewish group that provides reparative therapy so that people with 
homosexual feelings can enjoy heterosexual lives, expert witnesses for the Jewish group were not 
even allowed to testify because the judge claimed homosexuality was perfectly normal. 


stantly shifting views. (Consider: How 
many avowed “progressives” would have 
still been opposed to faux marriage just 15 
years ago?) And how many recognize that 
their moral relativism, leading ultimately 
to moral anarchy, is toxic to civilization? 
The philosopher G.K. Chesterton once 
observed, “Progress should mean that we 
are always changing the world to fit the 
vision; instead we are always changing 
the vision.” The “We” who “are always 
changing the vision” refers to moderns, 
and “progressives” with their progress are 
the quintessential moderns. It is of course 
true that progressives generally imagine 
creating some kind of utopia on Earth by 
imposing their will on the rest of us. But 
what constitutes “utopia” and how it is to 
be acheived are much more murky. On the 
other hand, people who believe in God, in 
Absolute Truth, often have a concrete vi- 
sion (a conception of Truth) of the way so- 
ciety should be, an end game. It may be a 
Muslim vision, a Jewish vision, or a Chris- 
tian one; you may love it or loath it, leave it 
rot or lap it up. Why even Karl Marx had a 
vision, unrealistic and unrealizable though 
it was, of a utopia of the proletariat in 
which people would live in a government- 
free bliss of economic equality. But many 
of today’s leftists, awash in relativism and 
their situational values, move the goal posts 
whenever the situation changes, without 
necessarily realizing they are moving the 
goal posts in the direction of a neo-Marxist 
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model. With no belief in Truth — which 
moors one to the unchanging and eternal 
— and thus adhering to the Protagorean 
maxim “Man is the measure of all things,” 
they measure themselves not against the 
Truth but other men. It’s that liberal-con- 
servative dynamic, with the liberals ever 
proposing change and the conservatives 
ever opposing it, but giving, along the way, 
a few crumbs here and a slice there, guar- 
anteeing continual movement toward what 
we call the “left.” But it is actually move- 
ment toward moral disorder. And as long 
as there are “conservatives” — a group that 
focuses merely on “conserving” the status 
quo as opposed to “restoring” the good that 
has been lost — leftists will always propose 
more movement toward that disorder. For 
they have no conception of Truth to try to 
actuate, only other men to act against. 

Put simply, there is no point beyond 
which the Left won’t go, no tactic they 
won’t use, no compromise that will sate 
their lustful hunger for change. 

And there is no document that can con- 
strain people bent on its violation. 

We can point to what the Con- 
stitution says all we want, but the 
truth is that it can’t “say” anything. 
It cannot take the stand and testify 
in front of justices, and even if it 
could, for how long would they 
listen? Without an army to enforce 
its will, it would ultimately just be 
another victim of those to whom 
might makes right. 

This isn’t to diminish the Con- 
stitution in any way. It’s only 
to recognize the truth of John 
Adams’ 1798 warning, “Our 
Constitution was made only for 
a moral and religious people. It is 
wholly inadequate to the govern- 
ment of any other.” And it’s not 
just that an immoral people are 
no more fit to operate within the 
model of constitutional freedoms 
than a toddler is to negotiate the 
world unconstrained by his little 
nanny state called parents. It’s 
that such people won’t embrace 
constitutionalism in the first place. 

As Walt Kelly’s comic strip 
Pogo said, though, “We have 
met the enemy, and he is us.” No 
amount of agitation by a small 
number of activists would make 
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a difference if we hadn’t embraced what 
Greek philosopher Aristotle called one of 
“the last virtues of a dying society”: toler- 
ance. Remember again that the word im- 
plies a negative. And if something truly is 
objectively negative and can be remedied, 
virtue lies only in one thing: wiping it out. 
And if you don’t? The consequences can 
be severe. It appears an enlightened conser- 
vative sentiment to say, “I don’t care what a 
person does, just don’t shove it in my face.” 
But tolerance of a behavior enables its 
emergence from the closet. And here’s how 
tolerance works: Just as with substances, 
exposure to ever increasing doses of a thing 
increases tolerance for it. This inurement 
leads to acceptance, and further marketing 
will follow (e.g., Madsen’s book and “prop- 
aganda fed to the nation”). And once this 
marketing is effective enough, that which 
opposes the thing will be stigmatized. 
Thus, on our cultural trajectory, we can 
expect to see more Kleins and JONAHs 
in the future. As has happened during the 
last decade in America, the number of 
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Soon to be a target: With the Supreme Court giving its blessing to 
same-sex “marriage” throughout the United States, more lawsuits 
against Christians are already in the offing, including a lawsuit 

demanding that churches marry homosexuals. 


people identifying as Christian will con- 
tinue to decrease, and the impugning of 
Christianity will continue to increase. I 
would expect to see a major attack on the 
First Amendment in an effort to institute 
hate-speech laws (as exist in Europe) de- 
signed to silence opposition. This will be 
done under the pretext that “hate speech” 
is a different species of expression alto- 
gether from free speech — a thesis al- 
ready put forth — and therefore enjoys 
no protection. Then, with it already being 
questioned whether probate judges may 
refuse to officiate a same-sex “marriage,” 
how long will it be before this same prin- 
ciple is applied to ministers, starting with 
those whose churches enjoy tax-exempt 
status? Why, should representative gov- 
ernment endure long enough on this 
continent, it may even come to pass that 
Christians won’t be allowed to vote; after 
all, if there’s supposed to be a “separation 
of church and state,” they may say, how 
can churched people legally influence af- 
fairs of state? 

I know, that “separation” is 
neither in the letter nor the spirit 
of the Constitution, so such a 
policy would be illegal. So was 
the Obergefell decision. So were 
the ObamaCare rulings. So was 
the 1947 “separation of church 
and state” ruling itself. So are 
100 other trespasses the Supreme 
Court has fobbed off as legiti- 
mate jurisprudence. Remember, 
at issue aren’t people constrained 
by law, either man’s or God’s, or 
reason. Don’t expect them to be 
reasonable — or to stop — unless 
they are stopped. 

Yet this doesn’t mean there 
isn’t an end game. If our cultural 
trajectory isn’t changed, godless- 
ness and moral relativism will 
lead to the gulag, as it always 
does. To cite economist Herb 
Stein’s law, however, “Trends 
that can’t continue, won’t.” All 
the Left would ultimately succeed 
in doing is collapsing civilization. 
It is then that the pieces are picked 
up and put together. And emerg- 
ing from the ashes would not be 
anything remotely close to the 
stuff of sane men’s nightmares 
and leftist dreams. Hi 
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Active Against Article 


Arizona State Senator Andy Biggs has made it such a mission to defeat calls for a new 
constitutional convention to rewrite the Constitution that he wrote a book about it. 
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by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


The Con of the Con Con: The Case 
Against the States Amending the U.S. 
Constitution, by Andy Biggs, Gilbert, Ari- 
zona: Free Man Press, 2014, 171 pages, 
paperback. 


seasoned veteran of the battle 

A to protect the Constitution from 

F those who would expose it to the 

dangers of a constitutional convention has 

just published a straightforward refutation 
of that proposal. 

Andy Biggs, a state senator from Ari- 
zona and frequent foe of the con-con 
effort in the Grand Canyon State, is the 
author of The Con of the Con Con: The 
Case Against the States Amending the 
U.S. Constitution. 

In 170 pages, Biggs exposes a dozen of 
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the cons perpetrated by the pro-Article V 
convention crowd. 

Each of these cons, Biggs argues, is 
rife with very risky and likely fatal flaws. 
Biggs believes the proponents of an Ar- 
ticle V convention are so anxious to “do 
something” that they are willing to ignore 
these very clear and present dangers. 

Article V of the Constitution establishes 
the methods of amending the Constitution: 


The Congress, whenever two thirds 
of both houses shall deem it neces- 
sary, shall propose amendments to 
this Constitution, or, on the applica- 
tion of the legislatures of two thirds 
of the several states, shall call a con- 
vention for proposing amendments, 
which, in either case, shall be valid 
to all intents and purposes, as part of 
this Constitution, when ratified by 
the legislatures of three fourths of 
the several states, or by conventions 
in three fourths thereof, as the one or 
the other mode of ratification may be 
proposed by the Congress. 


Biggs asserts that the forces behind the 
current con-con movement are purpose- 
fully pulling the wool over the eyes of 
their supporters by making them believe 
Article V is something that it is not: simple 
and safe. 

The first of the cons exposed by Biggs 
is the (usually denied) belief espoused by 
con-con advocates that the Constitution is 
the root of the problem of federal over- 
reach: 


The position taken by Con-Con sup- 
porters implies that people simply 
don’t change unless directed. Indeed 
the natural conclusion is that they feel 
that the only way people change is by 
constraint. Thus, we need to change 
the structure; the Constitution. Con- 
Coners believe that we must change 
the Constitution in order to get the 
change we want. 


True constitutionalists understand 
that the Constitution is not flawed, 
our enforcement of its provisions is, 
however. 

The Constitution is our most valu- 
able heirloom, and we can’t afford 
to expose it to the quick-fix repairs 
being offered in the name of “reining 
in the federal government.” 

Instead, those of us committed to 
preserving, protecting, and defending 
our Constitution should begin devot- 
ing the time and attention necessary 
to the restoration of the powerful 
term limit control mechanisms in- 
cluded in the original design of the 
Constitution. 


Biggs does an admirable job of informing 
Americans and the Article V advocates 
that we can take care of ourselves, and we 
can control the federal government, and 
we don’t need a constitutional convention 
to fix what we already have the power 
to restore. 

Who is to blame for the precipitous 
decline in the adherence to constitutional 
principles? Biggs has a theory: 


We are a self-governing society, or 
that’s what was intended. That means 
that the people are invested in Amer- 
ica and how it is to operate. We must 
determine our government. We, the 
people, have ceded our governance 
over to an elite, who have abused 
us for over one hundred years. That 
cadre of rulers has built regimes, in- 
stitutions, and infrastructure to sup- 
port their positions of power. We 
have let them. 

Americans are free no longer. 
We are no longer governed; we are 
ruled. In the current environment 
we cannot reasonably expect equal 
treatment before the law. Our right 
to succeed now comes with con- 
straints imposed by a degenerate 
government elite. 
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Americans must reclaim the legacy of lib- 
erty bequeathed to them by the framers of 
our Constitution. We have the power, now 
we need the will. With our eyes firmly 
fixed on that noble goal, we can, Biggs 
believes, return the government to its con- 
stitutional moorings. 

Biggs is no wide-eyed utopian, howev- 
er. He recognizes that forcing the federal 
beast back inside its constitutional cage 
will not be easy. As a first step in pursuit 
of that worthwhile endeavor, Biggs advo- 
cates for a reinvigorated American elector- 
ate, willing and able to identify and elect 
trustworthy representatives: 


It isn’t necessary to pass one, or 
a few or even many conservative 
amendments to the Constitution to 
rehabilitate the American idea. It is 
more imperative that we have lead- 
ers who will be true and faithful to 
their Oaths of Office. The American 
voter must become more vigilant 
and aggressive against govern- 
ments’ ever increasing encroach- 
ments. Americans must seize the 
moral highroad. We must be good if 
we are to have good leaders. 


Readers will see in Biggs’ suggestions a 
shift of obligation for rescuing the Re- 
public away from the oligarchy currently 
in control of the federal government back 
to the ultimate sovereigns: the American 
people. 

Rather than seeking to recover our 
liberty by placing new restrictions on 
federal power, Biggs recommends the 
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re-enforcement of those restraints that 
already exist. In other words, Biggs pro- 
motes following, rather than fixing, the 
Constitution. 

The bottom line is that when it comes 
to derailing the long train of federal abus- 
es, Biggs trusts the people of the United 
States. “I believe that America’s salvation 
lies in two places,” he declares, “the peo- 
ple and the states.” 

If those two forces could combine 
against the con-con promoters, the battle 
for freedom could be won. 

The next con called out by Biggs is that 
of the misunderstanding of the details of 
the Article V process, a misunderstanding 
painstakingly promoted by the leaders of 
the con-con movement: 


Even though much of the angst 
over the path of the United States 
is a result of Congressional action, 
the Constitution provides a role 
for Congress within the Article V 
amendment process. Other opportu- 
nities for mischief indicate that the 
difficulty of getting something just 
right out of the process is extremely 
unlikely. We ought to be discuss- 
ing the likelihood of something just 
wrong emerging from the process 
that will accelerate our national dis- 
solution. It is, unfortunately, a con 
that leaders in the Article V move- 
ment play down these issues. The 
con is the lack of transparency, or 
frankly, the lack of truth in explain- 
ing the parameters and pitfalls of the 
Article V process. 


After reminding readers of the myriad 
dangers of this deception, Biggs launches 
into a full-throated warning about just 
how easily an Article V convention could 
be “hijacked”: 


It isn’t the process itself that 
“could hijack the convention.” It 
is the delegates to that conven- 
tion, and other people at any num- 
ber of other points in the process, 
who may attempt to take over the 
Article V Process. But, the biggest 
problem with the statement is that it 
indicates that Article V is a simple 
process when in reality it is a dif- 
ficult procedure with many points 
at which it can be commandeered 
by malevolent actors. 


This particular misdirection, Biggs insists, 
is being carried out by the Compact for 
America (CFA) organization. 

This con includes a promise that the 
process can be “pre-packaged” to obvi- 
ate many of the risks otherwise inherent 
in the Article V amendment mechanism. 
Specifically, the Compact for America 
guarantees a convention that is controlled 
from beforehand, a convention attended 
by delegates unable to push the process 
down a destructive path. 

Described by Nick Dranias — one of 
the chief promoters of the Compact for 
America — as analogous to a “house loan 
closing,” the various steps laid out in his 
proposal actually work together to con- 
struct a Trojan Horse. 

Many state legislators determined to 
stand up to Washington would likely wel- 
come the Compact for America and the 
state compact it offers as an ally in their 
battle. In fact, the CFA is so thorough that 
the state compact contains “all the legisla- 
tion necessary for the Article V process to 
work.” Therein lies the principle defect of 
this program. 

As harried and overworked as they are, 
not all state lawmakers legitimately en- 
listed in the war against federal despotism 
would understand that by joining the CFA 
they would also be agreeing to set in mo- 
tion a constitutional convention that could 
quite possibly throw the baby of the Con- 
stitution out with the bathwater of out-of- 
control federal spending. 

The bottom line is that the outcome 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ AUGUST 3, 2015 


of such a con-con could range from a 
textbook following of the CFA script for 
proposing a balanced budget amendment 
and nothing else, all the way to a run- 
away convention based on the right of 
the People in convention to revise their 
government when it becomes destructive 
of the ends of securing our God-given 
rights. This is the crux of the argument 
against convening an Article V con-con, 
no matter how loudly the proponents of 
such a convention assure us that they can 
limit the number of amendments and/or 
the content of the amendments that would 
be considered. 

As the preceding prediction demonstrates 
and as Biggs so ably explains, the Article V 
convention process is heavy on questions, 
but light on answers. Biggs asks a couple 
of these questions, questions habitually 
dodged by the con-con congregation: 


Do the potential benefits outweigh 
the potential costs; and 2) Will any 
amendment proposed by the 
Con-Con-ers produce the 
transformational change in 
America? The answer to both 
of those questions is no! 


Another problem pointed out 
by Biggs is the identity of those 
who would be elected (or ap- 
pointed) as delegates to an Ar- 
ticle V convention. In his book, 
Biggs predicts that the same 
cast of characters who have 
committed the crimes against 
our Republic would likely be 
in control of a con-con. That 
would be catastrophic for our 
Constitution. 

The fact is that determined 
citizens and state legislators 
could rescue the United States 
from its financial peril with- 
out resorting to opening up 
the Constitution to tinkering 
by governors [as proposed by 
the Compact for America] and 
a sprinkling of state-appointed 
delegates, many of whom would 
be bought and paid for by spe- 
cial interests and corporations. 

Thomas Jefferson wrote: 
“If a nation expects to be ig- 
norant and free ... it expects 
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what never was and never will be.” A 
fundamental requirement of vigilance 
is holding elected representatives’ feet 
to the fire by compelling them to honor 
their oath of office and not exceed the 
limits of their power as set forth in the 
Constitution. 

Make no mistake, if the Constitution 
is opened up to the tinkering of these 
tinhorns, the moneyed interests will be 
present and their irresistible influence 
will shape the product of the Article V 
process. 

Take a look around the country; one 
can see what a new constitution would 
look like. With the Supreme Court’s re- 
cent ruling forcing states to recognize 
gay “marriage” and another upholding 
the constitutionality of the legal plunder 
that is ObamaCare, there is no limit to the 
panoply of “rights” that would be pursued 
by the con-con 2.0 delegates. 

Furthermore, balanced budget amend- 
ments (which overlook the fact that most 


of the spending is unconstitutional), term 
limit amendments, and the various “power 
to the people” amendments backed by the 
socialist wing of the Article V movement 
are all, in one way or another, contrary 
to the intent of the Founders and to the 
principles of liberty they enshrined in the 
Constitution. 

Remember, no matter how “conserva- 
tive” or “constitutional” a group or in- 
dividual claims to be, if their proposed 
amendments change the basic structure of 
the Constitution or alter the delicate bal- 
ance of power created by the Constitution, 
then you should realize that although their 
lips draw near to the Founders, their hearts 
are far from them. 

Perhaps the principal theme of Biggs’ 
book is that the American people are the 
last and best hope for rescuing our Repub- 
lic. If we expect things to change, we must 
stop relying on politicians and establish- 
ment elites to “fix” a Constitution that is 
not broken. In fact, these people are the 
prime perpetrators of the as- 
saults on that sacred document. 

Biggs calls on all of us to take 
up the burden of restoring the 
Constitution. His counsel re- 
minds one of Benjamin Frank- 
lin’s warning that “it is in the 
region of ignorance that tyranny 
begins.” Biggs predicts: 


As we actively work to edu- 
cate and make system chang- 
es within our state electoral 
processes, we will see people 
elected who will be true to 
their oaths to adhere to the 
Constitution. 


The Con of the Con Con is a 
powerful weapon in the arsenal 
of those fighting to enshrine 
the Constitution as the law of 
the land and to protect it from 
the multitude of threats lurking 
in the shadowy recesses of Ar- 
ticle V. 

Andy Biggs’ book not only 
fearlessly exposes the errors 
shamelessly committed by the 
con-con crowd, but it exposes 
the questions that that move- 
ment just can’t — or won’t — 
answer. 


31 


1-800-295-5510 uline.com 


Containerized Storage From 
The People Who Invented The Concept 


CONTAINER, INC. 


Serving You Since 1976 


Straight From the Harbor to Your Site 

Refrigerated Units Always Available 

LENGTHS UP TO 45' 

24-HOUR DELIVERY 

BUY OR RENT REFRIGER AT 


TOR/FR 
= Also, Breet 
www.container.com AVAILA RS 


1-800-221-3727 


Charleston Love 


The shooting at the Mother Emanuel 
Church in Charleston, South Carolina, 
that took the lives of nine people rocked 
the nation, but the following outpouring 
of love has been phenomenal. 

Donations have been pouring in from 
across the country for the families of the 
victims. One extraordinary donation was 
enough to pay for the funerals of all nine 
victims. 

Fox4kc.com reported that Jerry Rich- 
ardson, owner of the NFL’s Carolina Pan- 
thers, donated $100,000 to the families 
of the victims to cover burial costs. Rich- 
ardson’s donation was accompanied by a 
letter asking that $10,000 be given to the 
family of each of the victims to cover fu- 
neral costs, and that $10,000 be put aside 
to fund a memorial in honor of those who 
were killed. 

Fox4kc.com noted, “Richardson men- 
tions the victims by name in the letter 
and writes ‘our hearts are with those who 
grieve the loss of these individuals.’” 

But the show of generosity for the vic- 
tims’ families does not stop there. 

According to the Huffington Post, two 
funds that were established by the city of 
Charleston for donations have raised sig- 
nificant amounts of money. 

The Mother Emanuel Hope Fund had 
well over $375,000 as of June 25, and the 
Reverend Clementa Pinckney Fund had 
received over $70,000. Funds from the 
Mother Emanuel Hope Fund were meant 
to be used for burial expenses, with any re- 
maining money going to the church. Money 
in the Pinckney Fund will be used to fund 
local youth projects and initiatives that were 
important to Reverend Clementa Pinckney, 
a state senator and pastor who was killed. 

Starbucks CEO Howard Schultz 
pledged $50,000 to each of the funds from 
the Starbucks Foundation, the company’s 
charitable arm. “My heart is heavy for 
Charleston today and the senseless hate 
crime that has impacted not only that com- 
munity, but our Starbucks family and our 
nation as a whole,” he said in a letter to 
Starbucks employees nationwide. 

Boeing South Carolina also pledged 
$100,000 to the Mother Emanuel Hope 
Fund. 
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Local businesses have also been incred- 
ibly generous. 

The Huffington Post reports that Zero 
George, a boutique hotel and restaurant in 
Charleston, donated 10 percent of its restau- 
rant profits made in the weekend following 
the shooting to the Mother Emanuel Hope 
Fund. Likewise, a local bar called Proof 
hosted a charity event, in which 100 percent 
of the funds were donated to the same fund. 

A Charleston bakery named Cupcake 
Down South decided to show its support 
by creating a special “Charleston Love” 
cupcake, which features chocolate and 
vanilla icing swirled together. Proceeds 
from the sales of the cupcake, which cost 
$2.95, were donated to the Mother Eman- 
uel Hope Fund. 

“When things like this happen, we like 
to give back to the community as much 
as we can,” assistant manager Adreanna 
Prussia told HuffPost. 


Allowance for a Cause 


Aselfless 10-year-old boy in Phoenix, Ari- 
zona, who has experienced homelessness 
in his past is using his allowance to help 
those in similar situations. 

When 10-year-old Xavier Elliott’s fa- 
ther returned from Iraq, where he served 
in the U.S. Army, his father experienced 
post-traumatic stress disorder, reported the 
Huffington Post. The Elliott family ended 
up in multiple homeless shelters, but now, 
years later, Xavier’s parents are back on 
their feet and able to volunteer and assist 
other veterans in need. 

Xavier was inspired by his parents’ ac- 
tions and decided he wanted to do some- 
thing for others too. With his own money, 
he has begun to purchase fabric and make 
clothing for local homeless children. 

“T think the idea came to him from ev- 
erything we have endured and wanting 
to make a difference for other people,” 
said Xavier’s mother, Stephanie Elliott. “I 
think he took the volunteering he sees now 
and made it his own.” 

Xavier will be donating the clothing 
he creates to the Salvation Army, Crisis 
Nursery, and UMOM New Day Center, a 
Phoenix homeless shelter. 

He has also been collecting donations 
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through his Facebook page to help pay for 
fabric, in the hope that he will eventually 
be able to purchase his own sewing equip- 
ment, as he currently uses his mother’s. 


Young Heroes 


Two young boys in Orange County, Flor- 
ida, proved that the self-preservation in- 
stinct may not be as powerful as the in- 
stinct to help others. 

Isiah Francis, 10, and his friend Jer- 
emiah Grimes, 11, detected the smell of 
smoke while playing video games at an 
efficiency motel in Oakland, Florida, on 
June 16. They looked out the window and 
discovered a burning mobile home in the 
parking lot and immediately sprang into 
action. Jeremiah called 911, and the boys 
ran toward the blaze. 

Inside, they saw a man frantically 
searching for water to put out the flames, 
reported the Associated Press. The man 
told the two boys that there were two chil- 
dren in the kitchen. 

“TI was in the place first trying to get 
those little kids out to save their lives,” 
Isiah said. “I was nervous because there 
was so much smoke. It was hard for me to 
see and all that.” He recalled, “I could kind 
of see, but I had to use my sense of touch.” 

Grimes explained, “I took the infant, 
he took the older one and we ran back to 
his house.” 

When both boys returned to Isiah’s house 
— a few trailers down from the fire — with 
the two babies, they gave them water. 

Firefighters arrived in time to save two 
more children who were inside the burn- 
ing home. They were taken to the local 
hospital in critical but stable condition. 
The two children Isiah and Jeremiah res- 
cued were not hospitalized. 

Investigators believe the fire started in the 
kitchen, though the cause is not yet known. 

The Orlando Sentinel reported that Fire 
Rescue applauded Isiah and Jeremiah for 
their heroic efforts in a news release the day 
after the fire. “Although we never advise 
entering a building on fire,” said Fire Chief 
Otto Drozd III, “we must recognize the 
courage it took for those kids to risk their 
own lives to save the lives of others.” Hi 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 


33 


H ISTO RY- PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


John Randolphs 


Journey on Slavery 


In a day and a state where slavery was legal and popular, 
John Randolph, a Virginia congressman and plantation 
owner, spoke against it and acted against it. 


by Steve Byas 


ohn Randolph of Roanoke was a fiery 
congressman from Virginia — a slave 
state — who served in both the House 
of Representatives and the Senate for more 
than three decades during the early 1800s. 
Askilled orator, his temper was most often 
evident on the floor of Congress, but it was 
not always confined to there. 
After Randolph publicly declared that 
his nemesis Henry Clay stunk like rot- 


Steve Byas is a professor of history at Hillsdale 
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siders their unfair historical assessment. 
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ten mackerel shining in the moonlight, 
and referred to him as a “blackleg” — a 
popular expression of the day for a cor- 
rupt politician — Clay had had enough, 
challenging Randolph to a duel. Though 
the two men shot at each other from a 
distance of 10 paces, they emerged un- 
scathed, except for Randolph’s new coat, 
which took a bullet hole. Randolph sug- 
gested that Clay owed him a new coat, 
and Clay responded that he was glad that 
that was all he owed Randolph. 
Significant to understanding Ran- 
dolph’s sometimes eccentric behavior was 
his chronically poor health, which caused 
many to express amazement that he lived 
to age 60. During his lifetime, Randolph 
suffered scarlet fever, yellow fever, an- 


gina, rheumatism, and severe bouts with 
melancholy. He treated himself with lau- 
danum, mercury, morphine, and what he 
called the “little blue pill” (opium). He 
would often respond to queries as to how 
he was doing with, “Dying sir, dying.” 

Randolph never married, probably due 
to a genetic disorder known as Klinefelter 
Syndrome, in which a male has an extra 
X chromosome, which leads to infertility, 
impotency, and beardlessness. Some con- 
tend his long affliction with tuberculosis 
was the cause. His disorder also left the 
successful political orator with a well- 
known high-pitched voice. Despite his 
feminine-sounding voice, his speeches 
in Congress were known for their power, 
which struck fear in the hearts of political 
opponents. 

When Randolph entered the floor of 
the U.S. House of Representatives, with 
spurs jingling and his favorite hounds 
around him, his hat pulled down to his 
eyes, and a whip in his hand, the speaker 
of the House did not dare challenge him. 
At least not until Randolph’s nemesis, 
Henry Clay, became speaker in 1811, and 
ordered the dogs out. 

Randolph opposed Clay over Clay’s 
support of the Bank of the United States, 
high protective tariffs, and the Kentuck- 
ian’s advocacy of war with the British. 
Clay, for his part, led a group of new 
congressmen in 1811, elected by a wave 
of anger in the Western states at Britain’s 
selling of guns to the Indians on the fron- 
tier. It was Randolph who dubbed Clay 
and his fellows “the War Hawks.” He 
feared that war would lead to a contraction 
of domestic liberty. He explained his op- 
position to what became the War of 1812: 
“T fear if you go into a foreign war ... you 
will come out without your Constitution.” 
Why? “We shall be told that our govern- 
ment is too free” to fight a successful war. 

But though he was a staunch defender 
of liberty, limited government, and con- 
stitutional principles, he is perhaps most 
remarkable for the fact that as a member of 
one of Virginia’s most illustrious families 
(in a state that contains a wealth of many 
such famous families), he was a planta- 
tion owner, with hundreds of slaves, who 
despised slavery. 

Conservative philosopher Russell Kirk, 
author of The Conservative Mind and his 
own book on Randolph, John Randolph of 
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Roanoke, called the prosperous plantation 
owner and statesman “The most interest- 
ing and unusual man ever to be a power in 
the Congress.” 

Randolph not only expressed regret that 
he had ever owned a slave, he freed his 
slaves and provided for their resettlement 
on land in the “free state” of Ohio. His life 
story deserves more coverage in our na- 
tion’s history, including the strange tale of 
how his attempt to provide a better life for 
his former slaves was opposed by power- 
ful forces in both the slave state of Virginia 
and the free state of Ohio. 


John Randolph had an impressive pedi- 
gree. One of his ancestors was among the 
barons who forced King John of England 
to sign the Great Charter of English lib- 
erties — the Magna Carta. The famous 
Indian princess, Pocahontas, and her hus- 
band, John Rolfe (the man who pioneered 
tobacco farming in Virginia), were also 
among his famous ancestors, and he was 
a cousin to President Thomas Jefferson. 
Yet another relative of Randolph, Peyton 
Randolph, a giant at the First Continental 
Congress, was his great-uncle. 

But Randolph’s own youth was marked 
by the loss of his father and his mother’s re- 
matriage to St. George Tucker. Tucker was 
a powerful figure in American history in 
his own right, who published the five-vol- 
ume study of William Blackstone’s com- 
mentaries and its relationship to American 
law. The early relationship between Tucker 
and young Randolph seemed cordial, even 
affectionate, but the relationship eventually 
turned sour, with most historians noting as 
the cause differences over the management 
of the estate (which Randolph considered 
mismanagement). 

Randolph inherited the plantation, 
which he called, appropriately enough, 
“bizarre.” He also inherited the slaves 
who lived and worked on the planta- 
tion, along with huge debts, which he 
largely blamed on his stepfather’s al- 
leged mismanagement. Had Randolph 
been inclined to free his slaves then, it 
would have been impossible. Slaves were 
considered part of the “collateral” for the 
loans of the plantation. Randolph could 
not free the slaves without liquidation of 
the debt. 
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Still, Randolph was a persistent oppo- 
nent of the slave trade, and never bought 
or sold slaves, repeatedly condemning the 
evil institution. In his youth, Randolph, a 
prolific reader, was greatly influenced by 
the anti-slavery essay of British abolition- 
ist Thomas Clarkson. “All my feelings and 
instincts were in opposition to slavery in 
every shape,” he said. 

As the years passed, the frugal Ran- 
dolph attacked the plantation’s heavy debt, 
eventually not only paying off the loans, 
but turning his farm into a highly profit- 
able enterprise. By the time of his death 
in 1833, the estate of John Randolph was 
quite significant. While the prosperity of 
the plantation was built with slave labor, 
there is no indication that Randolph was 
ever physically abusive of his slaves. 
When his 383 slaves were manumitted, 
none bore any marks of physical abuse. 
He was also known to dismiss overseers 
whom he considered to be abusive. 

It is not certain when Randolph con- 
ceived of his eventual plan to not only 
free his slaves but financially provide for 
their future, but it is known that Randolph 


considered the morality of holding slaves 
to be in conflict with his “evangelical 
Christianity.” Randolph went through a 
period in his life of religious skepticism, 
even perhaps atheism, before experienc- 
ing a powerful religious conversion expe- 
rience. He said about slavery, “I tremble 
for the dreadful retribution which this 
horrid thirst for African blood ... may 
bring upon us.” 

With no wife and children, Randolph 
looked upon the slaves on his plantation 
as, “My best friends,” sometimes even re- 
ferring to them as his “family.” 

It is apparent that Randolph struggled 
with the issue for many years. He wrote 
his brother, “But one subject presses hard 
upon me, among my worldly concerns. It 
is the making of suitable provision for my 
slaves ... at my death.” He worried about 
the “cruel fate to which our laws would 
consign them.” 

He publicly condemned the Virginia 
Legislature for its failure to improve slave 
conditions or take any action for gradual 
emancipation, as had happened in the 
North. His own stepfather, St. George 


Henry Clay disagreed with John Randolph on a host of political issues, including the creation of 
the Second Bank of the United States. The two even fought an inconclusive duel in 1826. When 
Randolph died in 1833, one of his last instructions, which was carried out, was for his face to be 
turned to the West. He wished to “keep his eye” on Henry Clay. 
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Tucker, had proposed a plan for emanci- 
pation as early as 1797. If there was no 
emancipation, Randolph feared an even- 
tual slave rebellion, which could be a 
bloodbath. 

While Randolph did not support the 
immediate emancipation of slaves in 
Southern states, his refusal to jump on the 
abolition bandwagon wasn’t conditioned 
by a belief that slaves were not deserving 
of freedom. Quite the opposite was likely 
true. He responded to comments praising 
his oratorical skill that the greatest orator 
he ever heard was a black mother plead- 
ing at the auction block not to be sepa- 
rated from her child, and he confided to 
his friend Josiah Quincy that the “curse of 
slavery” was “an evil daily magnifying.” 

But he was concerned that abolition 
would lead to much social strife for blacks 
and whites alike. He recognized a need for 
some preparation for emancipation (such 
as education), rather than casting them off 
the plantations to fend for themselves. In 
John Randolph of Roanoke, David John- 
son wrote, “Randolph’s views about slav- 
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ery were a complex mixture of realism, 
religion, culture, and custom.” 

While Randolph supported manumission 
(voluntary emancipation), he stopped short 
of abolition (emancipation by government 
decree, especially by federal action), op- 
posing federal efforts to limit or diminish 
the institution, seeing Northern abolition- 
ism as a movement to subjugate the South. 
He contended that slavery would eventu- 
ally fall under its own weight. He argued 
that it had run its course in the Northern 
states, and believed it was beginning to run 
its course in Maryland. The institution was 
going to eventually become so unprofit- 
able, he believed, that the day would come 
that financially desperate plantation owners 
would run from their own slaves. 

Even as he wrestled with his own con- 
science, his political positions took center 
stage. As a dedicated supporter of Presi- 
dent Jefferson in the early years of his 
administration, Randolph used his posi- 
tion as chairman of the House Ways and 
Means Committee to develop a plan to 
reduce the national debt of $112 million. 
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Having inherited a plantation with scores of slaves, Randolph became increasingly 
bothered by the wrongness of the institution. He remarked that he regretted having ever 
owned a slave. 


His plan would only leave $2 million to 
fund the operations of government, while 
$7.3 million a year would be expended in 
paying down the debt. 

The results of the 1824 presidential elec- 
tion led to a deterioration of the already 
poor relations with Clay. When neither 
Andrew Jackson (Randolph’s choice) nor 
John Quincy Adams garnered a majority 
of the electoral college vote, the election 
was “thrown” into the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Clay’s considerable clout was 
given to Adams, leading to Adams’ elec- 
tion by the House. Shortly thereafter, Clay 
was picked by Adams to lead the Cabinet 
as secretary of state. Randolph immediate- 
ly charged, in his trademark high-pitched 
voice, “Corrupt bargain!” This phrase was 
repeated for the next four years until Jack- 
son won the 1828 election over Adams. 

Randolph supported General Andrew 
Jackson of Tennessee in the 1824 and 
1828 presidential elections to challenge 
the creation of a Bank of the United States 
and the concept of protective tariffs to 
guard America’s “infant industries” from 
foreign competition. 

Henry Clay supported both the bank 
and protective tariffs, as well as “inter- 
nal improvements” — today we call this 
spending on infrastructure — paid for by 
the federal government. Clay called it the 
“American System.” 

Randolph did not like it. In fact, he had 
even broken with Jefferson himself years 
earlier because he believed Jefferson was 
abandoning the original constitutional- 
ist philosophy of the Republican Party, 
forming another group, sometimes called 
the Tertium Quids (“third thing,” or as we 
would call it today, a third party). They 
were also called the Old Republicans. From 
this Old Republican movement emerged 
the coalitions that evolved into the Dem- 
ocratic-Republican Party (and eventually 
Democratic Party) in support of the politi- 
cal ambitions of Andrew Jackson. Jefferson 
and Randolph eventually reconciled as they 
both expressed disgust with the Republi- 
cans chartering a Second Bank of the Unit- 
ed States in 1816 (the First Bank’s charter 
had expired in 1811, and the Republicans 
did not renew it). Many of today’s grass- 
roots Republicans can relate to the common 
practice of Republican politicians adopting 
many liberal Democrat ideas as their own, 
with just more “efficiency.” 
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The animosity between Clay and Ran- 
dolph never completely subsided, and 
when he was buried in 1833, Randolph’s 
wishes were honored. His head would be 
turned to face the West, so he could “keep 
his eye on Henry Clay.” 

Despite their intense political rivalry, 
Clay and Randolph agreed that slavery 
was antithetical to American values of 
human liberty, and the two slave owners 
were among the founders of the Ameri- 
can Colonization Society, which proposed 
that those slaves that were freed could be 
returned to Africa, principally to what be- 
came the nation of Liberia. The reasoning 
was that these ex-slaves would face very 
difficult problems in American society, 
even upon emancipation. 

While many historians have charged 
that Randolph’s and others’ devotion to 
“states’ rights” was simply a cover for the 
defense of the institution of slavery, in the 
case of Randolph, the charge isn’t cred- 
ible. David Johnson, writing in John Ran- 
dolph of Roanoke, said that Randolph’s 
strict constructionist philosophy “was not 
crafted as a defense of slavery,” but was 
a sincere effort to oppose political cen- 
tralization. “Randolph saw nothing in the 
abolitionist movement except concealed 
attempts by northern mercantile interests 
to subjugate the South into an agricultural 
colony.” 

Randolph feared the fanaticism of 
Northern abolitionists, but still stated in 
1826 that slavery must be addressed be- 
cause “it is a cancer.” 

While Randolph could not cure this 
cancer in his state of Virginia, or in the 
nation at large, he could address the future 
of his own slaves. 


By the time of his death, Randolph had the 
financial wherewithal to provide for his 
slaves’ emancipation and also to purchase 
land for them in Ohio. But emancipation 
wasn’t to prove to be a simple thing. Un- 
fortunately for Randolph’s slaves, Ran- 
dolph had written at least three wills and 
four codicils, one of which was used by 
Randolph’s heirs to fight the release of the 
slaves and led to years of litigation. Though 
a will from 1821 clearly indicated that it 
was Randolph’s desire to emancipate his 
slaves and provide them land outside of 
the slave state of Virginia, a controversial 
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John Randolph’s strong opposition to the federal government chartering a national bank, such 
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as the Second Bank of the United States shown here, brought him increased antagonism from 
his nemesis Henry Clay, but contributed to the healing of the rift he had with his famous cousin, 
former President Thomas Jefferson. Both Randolph and Jefferson contended there was simply 
no constitutional authority for the federal government to charter such a bank. 


1832 will clouded the issue, delaying the 
slaves’ exodus for several years. 

As Randolph lay dying in a Pennsyl- 
vania hotel in May of 1833, he expressed 
concern to his servant John White and his 
doctor that he needed to make some revi- 
sions to his 1832 will. The 1832 will was 
inconsistent with all of his other wills, and 
in it he expressed a desire for his slaves to 
be sold at auction. Some have speculated 
that Randolph had written the 1832 will 
in a period of deep depression, perhaps 
augmented by pain-killing drugs. (Others 
have questioned some of the handwriting 
in the will itself, arguing it is inconsistent 
with Randolph’s other known handwriting 
samples). Randolph was concerned that 
his stepbrothers would prevent the slaves’ 
manumission because they would want to 
claim the slaves as their own. 

In the 1821 will, which he confirmed be- 
fore his death as the correct will, Randolph 
wrote, “I give and bequeath to all my slaves 
their freedom, heartily regretting that I have 
ever been the owner of one.” 

Regardless, Randolph told his doctor 
that he was in great distress about his 
slaves. “Our laws are extremely particu- 
lar on the subject of slaves — a will may 
manumit them, but provision for their 
support requires that a declaration should 
continue with the party, and never lose 
sight of him until he is gone or dead.” 


Hugh Garland, writing in The Life of 
John Randolph of Roanoke, recounts the 
scene. Randolph wrote, “I confirm all 
the directions in my will, respecting my 
slaves, and direct them to be enforced, 
particularly in regard to provisions for 
their support.” Putting his hand on the 
shoulder of his faithful servant, John 
White, Randolph added, “Especially for 
this man.” 

To provide his former slaves with a 
place to live, he wrote, “I give to my ex- 
ecutor a sum not exceeding eight thousand 
dollars, or so much as there may be neces- 
sary to transport and settle such slaves in 
some other state or territory of the U.S., 
giving to all above the age of forty not less 
than ten acres of each.” Apparently having 
second thoughts about his earlier scheme 
to export ex-slaves to Africa, he added a 
codicil in 1826 that it was cruel to send 
slaves to Liberia. 

Randolph had evidently given consider- 
able thought as to what would be the fate 
of his slaves after his demise. He desired 
their resettlement in the free state of Ohio 
because that area already held some pros- 
perous black settlements. He appointed 
his close friend and lawyer Judge William 
Leigh as the executor of the estate, but 
his fears concerning the greed of his step- 
brothers were warranted. They contested 
the will in Virginia for 13 years. They 
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With no wife and children, Randolph looked upon the slaves on his 


plantation as, “My best friends,” sometimes even referring to them as 


his “family.” 


argued in court that Randolph must have 
been insane when he drew up the will that 
released the slaves upon his death. 

William Leigh expressed disgust at 
the efforts of the Tucker stepbrothers to 
scuttle the emancipation of the Randolph 
slaves. “The more I see of his brothers, 
the more I am dissatisfied with them,” he 
wrote in a letter to Peach Gilmore. Leigh 
expressed concern that the Tuckers hoped 
to derive an “advantage” from allegations 
that Randolph changed his will while in- 
sane. But Randolph had written some let- 
ters, apparently revealing some negative 
information about the Tuckers, in antici- 
pation of their opposition to his desire to 
emancipate the slaves. Leigh threatened to 
use some letters Randolph had left behind 
if the brothers persisted in their legal ef- 
forts to frustrate Randolph’s true desires. 
Leigh told Gilmore, “But they will do the 
Negroes justice or they will find them- 
selves involved in a controversy not the 
most pleasant.” 

Finally, in February of 1845, the Virgin- 
ia Chancery Court handed down a deci- 
sion in favor of manumission. During the 
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years of indecision, Leigh had leased out 
many of the slaves for services, keeping 
some to maintain the plantation until the 
issue was adjudicated. 

On June 10, 1846, Randolph’s 383 for- 
mer slaves left Virginia, but their troubles 
were still not at an end. 

After the issue of the slaves’ emanci- 
pation was finally settled, William Leigh 
made a deal for some land in Mercer 
County, Ohio. He used over $100,000 
from the Randolph estate to provide 
for transportation expenses to Ohio. He 
hired a man named Thomas Cardwell to 
conduct the move. All the families were 
provided tents, and there were 16 covered 
wagons. 

Unfortunately, squatters were already 
living on the land, which was one com- 
plication among many. When the former 
slaves reached New Breman, Ohio, they 
were met by fierce opposition from men 
in military uniforms, yelling profani- 
ties. These men carried muskets, pitch- 
forks, and various other weapons. The 
“Randolph slaves,” as they came to be 
referred to even though they were now 
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The African Jackson Cemetery is all that remains of the original settlement of Randolph’s ex- 
slaves. The town of Rossville is now part of Piqua, Ohio. 
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free men and women, retreated back to 
the boat secured for their use by lawyer 
Leigh; however, in the melee, centenar- 
ian Granny Hannah was killed by a blow 
to the head. The crowd insisted that they 
leave Mercer County by 10:00 a.m. the 
next morning. 

The Randolph slaves escaped the mob 
by using a canal to travel to a farm about 
two miles outside Piqua, Ohio, where a 
farmer graciously allowed them to set up 
camp. The farmer, Colonel John Johnston, 
was then able to persuade the city of Piqua 
to allow them to set up a camp near the 
town to rest for two to three weeks. 

William Leigh soon arrived and began 
legal efforts to obtain the purchased land 
for the Randolph slaves, but considering 
the hostile reaction of the whites in the area, 
it is not surprising that the efforts of Ran- 
dolph’s lawyer William Leigh to win justice 
for the former slaves proved unsuccessful. 

In August 1846, citizens of Mercer 
County held a meeting and made their in- 
tentions clear via several resolutions, one 
of which proclaimed, “Resolved, That the 
Negroes and Mulattos residing in Mercer 
county, came into the county in opposition 
to a well-known law of the state, and con- 
trary to the wishes of the white population, 
and still remain here contrary to law, and 
to our wishes, and therefore have no claim 
upon our sympathies.” 

Another of the resolutions proclaimed 
that the locals were not going to live 
among Negroes, and intended to “resist 
the settlement of Blacks and Mulattos in 
this county to the full extent of any means, 
the bayonet not excepted.” 

The Randolph slaves were “requested” 
to move out of Mercer County by March 
1847, and if the ex-slaves did not comply, 
they would be removed “forcibly.” 

Another of the resolutions called for 
laws to “absolutely prevent for all time 
to come, the emigration into this state of 
any Black or Mulatto person whatsoev- 
er.” To make sure that this was done, they 
pledged not to vote for any man for of- 
fice who is not in favor of the enactment 
of such laws “as will effectually prohibit 
the emigration of this class of people into 
our state.” 

Supposed abolitionist Ohio Congress- 
man William Sawyer was a signer of the 
resolution. Many Northern abolition- 
ists openly preferred that freed blacks 
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be taken to Liberia, or at least stay in a 
Southern state. 

John White (the faithful servant Ran- 
dolph had wanted to protect) later ex- 
pressed his disgust at the people of Ohio, 
saying he would rather be a slave back in 
Virginia, than live in the supposed free 
state of Ohio. 

Twenty-two hundred acres of land pur- 
chased by Leigh were never occupied by 
John Randolph’s ex-slaves, and the land 
was neatly stolen. Locals claimed that 
Leigh gave power of attorney in regard to 
the land to a resident of Mercer County 
in October of 1846, but no record of such 
a transfer of authority exists in the court 
minutes of that date. And Leigh was not 
even in Ohio on the date that he suppos- 
edly signed the papers. Leigh had already 
returned to Virginia in disgust, and never 
went back to Ohio. 

While the Randolph slaves eventually 
did settle in other locations in Ohio, the 
original land purchased by William Leigh 
was never occupied by them. Historian 
William Johnson wrote, “Ensuing litiga- 
tion — which lasted until 1917 — result- 


ed in no recovery. Randolph’s slaves and 
their heirs received nothing of the estate 
willed to them by their master.” 

In fairness, there were some white resi- 
dents of Ohio who did come to the as- 
sistance of the unfortunate ex-slaves. As 
one newspaper of the time wrote, “Chris- 
tian people, moved with pity, took them 
under their patronage, and procured for 
them [the Randolph slaves], temporary 
homes among the citizens of this and 
two or three adjacent counties.” Some of 
the former slaves settled in Rumley, in 
Shelby County, Ohio, and others of them 
founded the city of Rossville, which is 
now part of Piqua, Ohio. Today, only 
the community cemetery remains of the 
original settlement. 

Back in his grave in Virginia, if Ran- 
dolph really could look to the West, to 
“keep his eye” on Henry Clay, he would 
no doubt have been distressed to see the 
cruel fate that befell his slaves. But he had 
done his best for them. At least they were 
free from bondage. 

He would also be distressed at the ex- 
tent to which the federal government holds 
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sway over states and the people in them. 
Shortly before his death in 1833, Ran- 
dolph expressed great concern about the 
future of freedom in the country: “I could 
not have believed that the people would so 
soon have shown themselves unfit for free 
government.” 

When the great Roman statesman and 
senator Marcus Cicero was told how Ju- 
lius Caesar was working to destroy the 
Roman republic, he said, “Don’t blame 
Caesar. Blame the people.” The people 
were allowing Caesar to get away with it. 
Cicero and Randolph most likely would 
have agreed on this point. It is up to the 
people themselves to preserve their own 
liberty, and not leave such protection to 
ambitious politicians. 

Of Randolph himself, it is appropriate to 
apply to him the praise of another famous 
Virginian, General Robert E. Lee. When 
he spoke to some soldiers of what was left 
of his once-mighty Army of Northern Vir- 
ginia (half-starved soldiers who pleaded 
against giving up the cause at Appomat- 
tox), Lee said, “You have done all your 
duty. Leave the results to God.” 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Mother of Deceased 
Suspect Demands 
Shooter Be Charged 


WBIR.com out of Knoxville, Tennessee, 
reported on June 16 about a mother of a 
deceased burglary suspect who would 
rather blame the victim than admit her 
son’s fault. Joy Stapleton has been griev- 
ing over the loss of her son and pleading for 
criminal charges to be filed against the man 
who fired the fatal shots. “I feel like the 
man should be charged,” Joy told 10News. 
Investigators have determined that Joy’s 
18-year-old son, Tamon, was committing 
an armed robbery of an Asheville Highway 
convenience store when the incident oc- 
curred. Police say that Tamon was robbing 
the store clerk at gunpoint when a friend 
of the clerk saw what was happening from 
outside and took action. The man retrieved 
his own firearm and entered the store and 
fatally shot Tamon, who was in the process 
of forcing the clerk behind the register. 

Authorities conducted a full investiga- 
tion and say the shooter acted lawfully. 
Knoxville Police Department Public In- 
formation Officer Darrell DeBusk did 
confirm that Tamon had been in and out 
of the juvenile criminal system for years 
and “had a very violent and extensive 
criminal history as a juvenile.” Among the 
numerous crimes on his rap sheet were ag- 
gravated burglary, aggravated assault, and 
attempted and aggravated robbery. 

Still, Joy Stapleton would not let such 
details change her views on what happened. 
“T don’t care what they say about Tamon’s 
juvenile charges, the past is the past,” Joy 
told 10News. Joy said she would continue 
to fight for charges to be pressed against the 
shooter, but police say the case is closed. 
“Tf the store clerk would have killed him 
I would have felt different... But because 
that man came into the store and killed him 
as he watched this robbery go on ... he was 
not in danger. He could have dialed 911 and 
then went in to the store. But he didn’t, he 
just automatically went into the store and 
shot my son in the head.” 

DeBusk disagreed with Joy and said 
the man did the right thing by using lethal 
force in defense of another. “You don’t 
have time. He did not have time to make 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
_ [EES 3842. 


a phone call.... He will not be charged be- 
cause he was acting in good faith at a time 
when a person was in jeopardy of losing 
their life,” DeBusk told 10News. 


Always Listen to Grandpa 


WFTV.com reported on June 29 about a 
home invasion in Orlando, Florida, that 
was halted by an armed grandson. The 
grandfather, 77-year-old Robert Shuster, 
was sitting in his recliner watching TV in 
the middle of the night when a stranger 
walked through his front door. As Shus- 
ter explained to WFTV.com, the intruder 
“didn’t have a shirt. Man had no shirt on 
and those big pants the kids wear. I thought 
it was my grandson.” Shuster acknowl- 
edges that he moves slowly at his age and 
his wife is confined to a wheelchair, so he 
yelled to his 17-year-old grandson to “get 
the gun.” His grandson did what he was 
told and grabbed a 9mm handgun. The 
grandson confronted the intruder and told 
him to leave, but the intruder refused and 
grabbed the grandson’s arm. The grandson 
fired his gun, injuring the intruder, who 
fell to the floor with a serious gunshot 
wound. The suspect was taken to a nearby 
medical facility and was listed as being in 
a coma, although doctors expect the man 
to live. Shuster said nobody knew who the 
suspect was and that he wasn’t speaking 
English. Authorities believe the man was 
attempting to burglarize the residence. 


CNN Anchors Involved in 
Self-defense Shooting 


Former CNN anchor Lynne Russell made 
national news on July 2 when she and her 
husband were involved in a violent self- 
defense shooting at a Motel 6 in Albuquer- 
que, New Mexico. Russell is most well 
known for her time as a CNN anchor from 
1983 to 2001, and also as one of the first 
anchors hired at CNN Headline News. 
Russell and her husband, Chuck De Caro, 
who was a CNN military correspondent, 
stopped at the motel on Albuquerque’s west- 
ern edge during a cross-country road trip. 
While her husband was showering, Russell 
went out to the car to get something when 


a strange man armed with a gun cornered 
her. The man, later identified as 27-year- 
old Tomorio Walton, grabbed Russell and 
forced her back into her room and demand- 
ed money. Russell told Albuquerque station 
KOB-TV, Walton “pushed me into the room 
and that’s when my husband came out of 
the shower and saw what was happening.... 
We tried to calm him, confuse him and do 
everything we could do to just come out of 
it in one piece.” 

Talking didn’t work. Walton grabbed 
De Caro’s briefcase and began firing at 
De Caro. De Caro, who is a former Spe- 
cial Forces officer, grabbed his own pistol, 
ducked behind some furniture, and returned 
fire. De Caro was wounded, but Walton was 
shot multiple times. Walton managed to 
stagger from the room but collapsed nearby 
in the parking lot, where he died. “It was a 
gun battle and Chuck was bleeding heavily, 
but he didn’t stop firing because the man 
was firing on him,” Russell said as she de- 
scribed the scene for the New York Post. 

Albuquerque police spokesman, Officer 
Tanner Tixier, told the Associated Press that 
authorities believe it was a random robbery 
attempt and that Russell and De Caro were 
not “targeted for who they were.... We be- 
lieve the offender didn’t realize the victim’s 
husband was in the motel [room]. He be- 
lieved he had an easy target. That turned out 
not to be the case obviously.” 

Even though they both worked for 
CNN, which has a reputation as a liberal, 
anti-gun news network, both De Caro and 
Russell have concealed-carry firearm li- 
censes. 

Russell did grant an interview to CNN 
about the incident and gushed about her 
husband. “I am really proud of him.... I 
thank him over and over for saving my 
life. He really is my hero.” 

The Daily Mail reported that Tomorio 
Walton was on parole out of Memphis, 
Tennessee, and had a lengthy criminal 
history that included vandalism, theft, and 
burglary, among other crimes. The Daily 
Mail published a series of mugshots of the 
deceased suspect in the article, which il- 
lustrated how many run-ins the man had 
with the law before his life came to an end 
at Motel 6 in Albuquerque. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Social Security 

Celebrates 80 years 

of “Improving Lives” 

Item: In AARP 5 July/August Bulletin, 
Robert Dallek celebrated the 80th anni- 
versary of Social Security, signed into law 


by then-President Franklin D. Roosevelt 
on August 14, 1935, with this: 


Eighty years after its birth in the 
depths of the Great Depression, So- 
cial Security is deeply woven into the 
nation 3 fabric... 

[Politicians on the] left and right 
in America saw reasons to contest 
Roosevelts reform. Liberals object- 
ed to withholding taxes from current 
wages to fund pension payments. 
Instead of expanding the economy 
through federal largesse in a time 
of continuing depression, the plan 
reduced employees’ take-home pay 
by pouring millions of dollars into a 
fund that would not put money into 
circulation until workers retired... 

Conservatives were even more 
vocal. Industry leaders objected to a 
major expansion of the federal gov- 
ernment, and forecast financial col- 
lapse and “the inevitable abandon- 
ment of private capitalism....”’ 

To the surprise of most outspoken 
critics, none of their worries material- 
ized.... By the 21st century, Social Se- 
curity had become universally popular. 


ITEM: From the same bulletin, Jonathan 
Peterson iterated reasons why Social Se- 
curity is here to stay, despite its growing 
chorus of critics: 


Despite the program’ challenges, 
concerns about [the program s] long- 
term viability go way too far. Most 
experts agree that Social Security 
will endure as the foundation of re- 
tirement security for the vast majority 
of Americans — not just for boom- 
ers [AARP claims 37 million of the 
boomer generation as members] but 
for their children, grandchildren and 
great-grandchildren as well. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


Item: When President Roosevelt signed 
Social Security into law in 1934, he said: 


We put those payroll contributions 
there so as to give the contributors 
a legal, moral and political right to 
collect their pensions... 

With those taxes in there, no damn 
politician can ever scrap my Social 
Security program. 


CORRECTION: The more closely those 
paying into the Social Security system 
look at it, the more skeptical they become. 
Its moral, political, constitutional, and fi- 
nancial foundations reveal it to be a fraud 
upon the American people that probably 
won’t last through the present generation. 

Called the Federal Insurance Contribu- 
tions Act (FICA), the fraud was obvious 
from the very beginning. It was federal 
where the federal government had no busi- 
ness being, if the Constitution and its enu- 
merated powers were to be honored and 
upheld. Nowhere does the Constitution 
give the federal government the authority 
to provide pension benefits to its citizens. 

It was never insurance, either. It incor- 
porated the word “insurance” into the title 
to trade off the credibility the insurance in- 
dustry had at the time of the Great Depres- 
sion, as so many of them had remained 
solvent in a period when banks and other 
financial institutions suffered mightily or 
went out of business altogether. 

Insurance companies, under state laws, 
are required to keep minimum levels of re- 


serves to meet the expected future claims 
of its insureds. With Social Security, oc- 
casional surpluses did build up over the 
years, but they always remained far below 
the reserve amounts required by private 
insurance companies to meet future ob- 
ligations. And “reserves,” presently esti- 
mated to be about $2 trillion, have already 
been spent by Congress in the day-to-day 
operations of the government. There is no 
Social Security trust fund. There is merely 
a ledger filled with non-marketable securi- 
ties — basically IOUs from one depart- 
ment of the government to another — that 
one day will have to be redeemed by the 
government through higher taxes on the 
general populace. 

In fact, that process has already begun. In 
2011 and 2012, for example, FICA revenue 
was insufficient to pay out all the benefits 
promised, and so some of those non-mar- 
ketable securities were purchased by the 
Treasury to keep Social Security solvent. 
The Treasury, of course, is the holy recep- 
tacle for taxes extracted from citizens. 

The word “contributions,” as in Social 
Security contributions, conjures a joint 
partnership willingly and voluntarily en- 
tered into by people seeking a common 
goal. In reality Social Security is funded 
by extractions taken from paychecks long 
before the earner ever sees his earnings. It’s 
force, and the threat of force, that requires 
citizens to participate in the program. 

Too, Roosevelt was wrong in holding 
that, under his program, participants would 
have a “legal” right to their benefits. Courts 
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have since ruled that Social Security is just 
like any other government welfare program 
that neither grants nor insures rights to ben- 
efits. Congress is free to change the terms 
of the deal at any time, and has frequently 
done so, without obtaining permission from 
the program’s participants. 

Laurence Kotlikoff, professor of eco- 
nomics at Boston University, has for 
years warned citizens and politicians that 
the financing of Social Security has not 
only been fraudulent but deliberately hid- 
den from the very people it is supposed 
to cover. In April 2014, in an article en- 
titled “America’s Ponzi Scheme: Why So- 
cial Security Needs to Retire,” Kotlikoff 
warned once again that while older Ameri- 
cans may be attached to Social Security, 
the system is significantly more under- 
funded than most Americans realize: 


The Social Security System gives so- 
cial insurance a bad name and needs to 
be replaced, root and branch.... Social 
Security ... is a disgrace. It’s insolvent, 
grossly unfair within and across gen- 
erations, and [is] a user’s nightmare. 


By using what Kotlikoff calls intergen- 
erational accounting, he has calculated 
the difference between the program’s ex- 
pected revenues into the future and what it 
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If they do the math: Young Americans will pay into Social Security more than they get out of the 


program — probably far more. So rather than “investing” money for their retirement, they are 
making donations to other people’s retirement at the expense of their own. 
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has promised to pay out over those years. 
Using numbers from reports of the trustees 
of the program, the “fiscal gap” between 
anticipated revenues and promised pay- 
ments is at least $23 trillion, or about 125 
percent of the country’s gross domestic 
product. He concluded: 


Resolving Social Security’s insol- 
vency requires either an immediate 
and permanent 32 percent increase 
in payroll taxes, or an immediate and 
permanent 22 percent cut in all Social 
Security benefits.... 

Social Security won’t be broke in 
10 or 20 years; it’s broke now. There 
are no reasonable scenarios under 
which its projected receipts [will] 
cover its projected expenditures. 


But even those numbers provided by the 
trustees leave out a critical element: Ben- 
efits are much more easily raised (for politi- 
cal reasons) than taxes are raised to pay for 
them (also for political reasons). So the “‘fis- 
cal gap,” according to Kotlikoff, could be 
orders of magnitude larger than projected. 
The program is grossly unfair, as well, 
as it relies on young workers paying into 
the system to pay the promised benefits to 
those retired. Kotlikoff calls it “intergen- 
erational expropriation,” or stealing from 
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the young to pay for the old. Says Kot- 
likoff: “Social Security ... has been run on 
a take-as-you-go basis. Each generation of 
retirees takes from the contemporaneous 
young, promising [them] that their turn 
will come when they’re old.” 

It’s a Ponzi scheme, which Kotlikoff 
calls “an ongoing moral outrage.” Ida 
Mae Fuller provides the perfect example 
of the scheme. Retiring after just paying 
in $44 in “contributions,” she lived long 
enough to receive more than $21,000 in 
benefits. Young people today, however, 
will be lucky to get back their contri- 
butions when they retire (assuming the 
system still exists). That’s already being 
reflected in recent polls, including one 
just completed by the Employee Ben- 
efit Research Institute (EBRI). The poll 
showed that only 10 percent of Ameri- 
cans between ages 25 and 69 are “very 
confident” that they’ll get out of the sys- 
tem as much as they paid in, while 18 
percent think they will get nothing at all. 

As Michael Tanner wrote in National 
Review: 


As with Ponzi’s scheme, when the 
number of new contributors dries 
up, it will become impossible to con- 
tinue to pay the promised benefits. 
Those early windfall returns [like Ida 
Mae’s] are long gone. 

When today’s young workers retire, 
they’ll receive returns far below what 
private investments could provide. 
Many will be lucky to break even. 


In concluding his celebration of Social Se- 
curity’s “success” over the past 80 years, 
Dallek gushes: “Proposals to privatize 
the program have repeatedly fallen by the 
wayside, and it seems clear that, whatever 
the deficiencies of the system, no politi- 
cian — as FDR predicted — is in a posi- 
tion to take it away.” 

He is probably right. What will take it 
away is the inevitability of the math and a 
growing awareness among the plan’s par- 
ticipants that it was and remains a fraud 
without basis in the Constitution or moral- 
ity. It’s just a matter of time. 

— Bos ADELMANN 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


The False Gospel of Globalism 


G G he United Na- 
tions is the hope 
and home of all 


humankind. The [UN] Char- 
ter is our compass.” 

So declared UN Secre- 
tary-General Ban Ki-moon 
in his remarks on June 26, 
2015, in San Francisco, at a 
ceremony commemorating 
the 70th anniversary of the 
adoption of the Charter of 
the United Nations. 

Really? The UN is “the 
hope and home of all human- 
kind”? The UN Charter is our 
“compass,” our guiding star? 

Tragically, Ban Ki-moon 
is not unique in his UN idola- 
try; millions — if not billions — of misguided souls have suc- 
cumbed, in various degrees, to the false gospel of globalism. 
They look to the UN and to various UN programs and initiatives 
for salvation in every crisis, whether real or imagined. 

The United Nations has become their hope, their salvation, 
their compass, their religion, their god. St. Paul, in his epistle to 
the Romans, warns fellow believers: “For they exchanged the 
truth of God for a lie, and worshiped and served the creature 
rather than the Creator, who is blessed forever.” 

Unfortunately, a great many Christians — including many 
Christian leaders — are falling into the trap that the Apostle 
Paul warned about. They may not (yet) be advocating actual 
worship of the creature or creation, but they are treading dan- 
gerously close to that abyss by fixating on creation rather than 
the Creator. However, make no mistake about it, many of the 
top officials at the UN, as well as many of the globalist elites 
in the media, politics, think tanks, foundations, and NGOs that 
are so fanatically promoting the UN, do, indeed, fully intend to 
transform the Tower of Babel on the East River into an object 
of global worship. 

As we have shown in our many reports here in THE NEw 
AMERICAN, the apotheosis — the ongoing process of deifica- 
tion — of the United Nations has been under way for decades. 
We have reported first-hand from the United Nations in New 
York City and from UN conferences around the world on the 
enthronement of neo-pagan, New Age, and demonic religions 
at the world organization’s events. We have published detailed 
exposés of, for example, the UN’s Ark of Hope (a blasphemous 
mockery of the Ark of the Covenant), the Earth Charter, the 
World Core Curriculum, and much more. 

The late Robert Muller (d. 2011), the author of the World 
Core Curriculum and for four decades a top illuminist at the 
UN, declared that the UN would lead to “the apotheosis of 
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human life on earth.” One 
of Muller’s soulmates was 
Indian spiritualist Sri Chin- 
moy, the UN’s official guru, 
who conducted meditations 
for UN staff, ambassadors, 
and diplomats for 37 years, 
from 1970 until his death in 
2007. Sri Chinmoy saw the 
UN as divine, proclaiming: 


No human force will ever 
be able to destroy the Unit- 
ed Nations, for the United 
Nations is not a mere 
building or a mere idea; it 
is not aman-made creation. 
The United Nations is the 
vision-light of the Absolute 
Supreme, which is slowly, steadily and unerringly illumin- 
ing the ignorance, the night of our human life. 


AP Images 


The UN “Meditation Room” (which this writer has visited) at 
the world body’s headquarters in New York is run by the Lucis 
Trust, an occult theosophist group that began as the Lucifer Pub- 
lishing Company. The name change was cosmetic, of course; the 
organization’s Luciferian, antichrist objectives — like those of 
the UN itself — remain unchanged. 

And the original UN Charter that Ban Ki-moon declares is 
mankind’s “compass”? Well, remember, it was crafted by com- 
munist Alger Hiss and his fellow Soviet agents in the Franklin 
Roosevelt administration. Former top Communist Party member 
Joseph Zach Kornfeder said “the UN ‘blueprint’ is a Communist 
one.” Kornfeder’s evaluation of the UN is backed up by no less 
an authority than UN Secretary-General U Thant of Burma, a 
Marxist recipient of the Soviet Union’s Lenin Peace Prize. Ac- 
cording to the Lenin-worshiping Thant, “Lenin’s ideals of peace 
and peaceful coexistence among states ... are in line with the 
aims of the U.N. Charter.” 

Lenin, of course, established the communist, antichrist Soviet 
Union and launched an unprecedented worldwide wave of geno- 
cide, mass-murder, war, revolution, persecution, torture, enslave- 
ment, and subversion. The wretched record of the United Nations 
over the past 70 years vindicates U Thant’s inadvertent admission 
that the UN Charter does indeed align with Lenin’s “ideals.” 

Thankfully, Representative Mike Rogers (R-Ala.) has intro- 
duced H.R.1205, the American Sovereignty Restoration Act, 
which would end the United States’ membership in — and cut 
off U.S. funding for — the United Nations. At this point, how- 
ever, he has only four cosponsors and needs more to move this 
critically important legislation forward. Have you contacted 
your congressman on this vital matter? 
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